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LANC BLAMES U.S. FOR VACUUM IN LEBANON 





AU031143 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 3 May 84 pp 1-2 


[Excerpts] In a lecture at the Austrian Hammer-Purgstall Orient Society in Vienna 

on Wednesday evening [2 May], Foreign Minister Erwin Lanc confirmed his adherence to the 
continuity of Austria's Middle East policy. Lanc paid tribute to former Chancellor 
Bruno Kreisky's efforts toward a peaceful solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 
At the same time, he stressed the inchangeable position of the Austrian Government 
stipulating that an immediate discontinuation of the settlement policy in the Israeli- 
occupied West Bank is necessary to create a “realistic opening" for peace negotiations. 


The changes in the Austrian Government -- Kreisky's replacement by Chancellor Sinowatz 
and Lanc's taking over the Foreign Ministry — did not result in any change in 
Austria's basic Middle East policy. Austria, he said, has for a long time advocated 
the opening of expioratory talks without prerequisites between the PLO and Israel, The 
conflict can only be resolved through a compromise, Lanc declared. 


He pointed out that the elements of a peaceful solution in the Middle East are contained 
in UN Security Council Resolution No 242, which provides for peace and security in 
exchange for Israel's withdrawal from the Arab territories occupied since 1967. Obviously 
the PLO is basically ready to accept Resolution 242, if, in addition, the Palestinian 
national problem is taken into consideration. Because of internal difficulties, it is 
not, however, in a position to formally declare this readiness, This situation is being 
used in turn by Israel for pursuing -- while asserting its willingness to accept this 
resolution -- a policy that runs counter to the very contents of the resolution, Lanc 
said, 


He added that efforts to find a solution have at present come to an almost complete stand- 
still. The policy of the United States in Lebanon has created a regrettable vacuum, and 
without an increased involvement of European countries in the Middle East, there is a 
danger that this vacuum might attract extremist forces, Lanc said, warning that this 
would be detrimental not only to the PLO, but also to Israel. 


KREISKY APPEALS FOR SOLIDARITY OFFICIALS’ RELEASE 





AU041014 Vienna ORF Teletext in German 1003 GMT 4 May 84 


[Text] Hannover — In a letter from his sickbed, Chancellor Kreisky has appealed to 
Polish Chairman of the Council of Ministers Jaruzelski to release the last few remaining 
Solidarity officials still in jail. "I am absolutely convinced that such an act would 
make a strong impression throughout the world," Kreisky wrote. In addition, he called 
on the Polish head of state to permit Solidarity sympathizers to emigrate to the West 

if they want to. 


GDR FOREIGN TRADE OFFICIAL SIGNS EXPORT AGREEMENT 





AU031205 Vienna WIENER ZEITUNG in German 3 May 84 p 7 


[Text] As had been announced earlier, an agreement between Austria and the GDR 
providing for annual exports to the GDR of 350,000 tons of grain and 50,000 hectoliters 
of container and bottled wine in 1984-1986 was signed yesterday at the Chancellery in 
Vienna by Minister for Agriculture Haiden and GDR State Secretary for Foreign Trade 
Gerhard Beil. 
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The GDR visitor also had talks with Chancellor Sinowatz. The export deal was worked out 
on the occasion of Minister Haiden's visit to the Leipzig spring fair. [According to 
Vienna DIE PRESSE in German on 3 May on page 7, the GPR will thus buy about one-third 
of the Austrian surplus grain expected over the next 3 years, at “world market prices."] 


The GDR is interested in exporting machinery to Austria. 














VII. 4 May 84 BENELUX Fl 


NETHERLANDS 





PARTY OFFICIAL STRESSES NEED FOR NEW ARMS TALKS 





PMO31552 Amsterdam DE VOLKSKRANT in Dutch 28 Apr 84 p 17 


[Democrats '66 Second Chamber group leader Maarten Engwirda “Open Forum" article: "New 
Talks on Cruise Missiles the Only Chance"] 


[Text] Relations between the United States and the Soviet Union are at a low point. 

This could be seen very well from the talks which Jan Vis and I held in Moscow last 

week. The failure of the negotiations in Geneva and the resulting deployment of Pershing 
II missiles in a number of West European countries have led to deep distrust in the 

East. In particular, United States of America and Canada Institute Director Arbatov, 

who is also a member of the Central Committee and the Supreme Soviet, laid great 

emphasis on this. 


Western Europe, and this includes the Netherlands, seems likely to suffer from this. In 
the present situation, the advocates of a nuclear arms buildup in East and West have 
things all their own way. According to a recent U.S. estimate, this expansion could 
lead to a total of 5,000-6,000 additional nuclear warheads in the Soviet Union by 
1990. This is approximately as many as are presently contained in the NATO 
modernization program for Western Europe. As a result, the somber prospect emerges of 
a major increase in insecurity in Europe by the end of the eighties. 


This is not doomsday thinking, but hard fact. I have also reached this conclusion on 
the basis of the talks I held in Moscow, where the question of whether the Netherlands 
will shortly make a decision for or against deployment makes little difference one way 
or the other. Of course, the Soviet Union would like to see us not deploy new missiles 
and the United States would be pleased if we did. However, that is not the major 
problem. What is important now is to stave off these threatening quantities of nuclear 
arms. 


I am firmly convinced that this is only possible if there are new negotiations between 
the superpowers. I have said this repeatedly in the Second Chamber of late. The 
reduction of nuclear arms numbers in Europe is best served by a two-part solution. 

On the one hand, no deployment of new missiles and the withdrawal of those already 
deployed in Western Europe, and on the other hand, a drastic reduction (destruction) 
of the numbers of Soviet SS-20 missiles. Because major concessions are required from 
both powers in order to reach this goal, it will only be possible through new 
negotiations. And no matter how much you would like things to be different, a super- 
power does not make concessions because of the other's beautiful eyes, but rather 
because commensurate concessions are made by the other side. 


In order to get the superpowers to negotiate, strong pressure must be -xerted on them 
by the countries of Western and Eastern Europe, and that would involve a significant 
departure from the INF negotiations as they were conducted for 2 years in Geneva. The 
Western European countries have stood on the sidelines for far too long -- and not as 
line umpires. As a result, asolution, like the one | had advocated, only began to seem 
possible in November 1983 dur.nog informal talks between negotiators Nitze and 
Kvitsinskiy. 


At the talks which Vis and I held with Kvitsinskiy and General Lebedev of the 

general staff, it again appeared that at that moment an agreement was possible, but that 
the proposal was rejected by President Reagan. Various different versions of the final 
phase of the negotiations are circulating. 
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It is true that the United States never wanted to discuss the proposal since it was 
always in conflict with the “equal numbers” notion. I would add immediately that 
despite certain statements about the possibility of discussing asymmetrical solutions 
designed to placate the Christian Democratic appeal, the Netherlands never stuck its 
neck out for such a solution. 


I do not think that the Soviet Union or the United States wili take the initiative for 
new negotiations. The Soviets with whom we held talks unanimously explained that new 
negotiations will only be possible if the missiles already deployed in Western Europe 
are withdrawn or if NATO declares itself prepared to withdraw them. I informed the 
Soviets that the fulfillment of this prior condition would be considered politically 
unacceptable by NATO. My firm impression is that the Soviets know that very well. 
Nevertheless, official policy remains firm on this condition, and it seems to me 

that this is a result of the distrust which has grown up in Moscow in the last few 
years. This is emphasized by the pleas of the Soviets with whom we spoke for 
initiatives by the West European nations for new talks. 


On this point I agree with them. 


Against this background we proposed in Moscow that the United States and “he Soviet 
Union must start new talks on medium-range missiles limitation in Western and Eastern 
Europe in the short term. In order to give these negotiations a chance, agreement 
must be reached on the following points of departure: 


1. The aim of the negotiations: no new medium-range missiles in Western Europe and 
withdrawal of Pershing missiles already deployed in exchange for a drastic reduction 
in the number of Soviet SS-20's. 


2. No new missiles are to be deployed during the talks. 


The reaction of the people with whom we talked to this proposal was not dismissive. But 
it was made clear to us that such a proposal is not to be expected from the Soviet Union 
in the near future. The main reason for this is that the Soviets are very skeptical 
about whether NATO and the United States in particular would agree to such a proposal. 
Ambassador Kvitsinskiy in particular thought that the Democrats ‘66 idea is a good 
proposal in itself. 


Thus, it is now up to the West European nations and also the Netherlands Government. Do 
we want to go on standing on the sidelines to give the Americans and the Soviets room 
for a new nuclear arms race in Europe? Or is it time to take our fate in our own hands 
and do what a large section of the population of Western Europe and a majority of 
Netherlanders expect of us? This seems to me to be the real issue in the debate which 
will take place in the coming months. 
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KOHL REITERATES SU-PORT FOR EUROPE, NATO 





DWO31133 Bonn DIE WELT in German 3 May 84 p 4 
("Excerpt” from speech by Chancellor Helmut Kohl in Oxford, United Kingdom, on 2 May] 


[lext] Adenauer’s decision to unreservedly and irrevocably integrate free Germany into 
the world of free and democratic states is unique in German history and is of historical 
significance. 


Within the European context, the important thing has always been the strategic corridors 
of Europe that intersected the center of the continent, and thus the projection of 
power onto the center of Europe by all nations. 


To the Germans, the unification of the center of Europe has always involved dariation 

and temptation alike -- temptation because the course toward a national state meant 
rebellion against the existing European power system, and damanation because there 

could be no unlimited self-determination by the European center and because any rebellion 
jeopardized its existence and meant partition and thus disaster. 


Adenauer was concerned about the revival of distrust toward Germany that might be trig- 
gered by a new German nationalism, shortsighted pacifism, and neutralism. Adenauer's 
policy of Western integration was aimed at counteracting this and at securing German 
democracy. 


Developments in Europe which can be generally described as "anti-American" prove how 
topical this decision is. These trends must be taken seriously, given historical 
experience, 


1 need not expound on the potential consequences of such developments on the structure 
of Europe and our Western alliance. However, this makes it clear why the current Federal 
Government considers the decision for European intergration to be irreversible. 


it is necessary to make it clear that all partners in the Community feel committed to 
the goal of eventual European unity and that they consider the process, in which we have 
already made quite a bit of progress, to be irreversible. 


The outcome of the Brussels summit meeting provides sufficient reason to remember these 
guidelines. The 19-20 March meeting of the European Council was a sad disappointmert 
for the European public as a whole. 1 share this feeling. 


However, in this context we must not overlook the fact that, despite the outcome in 
Brussels, most of the tasks we undertook at the Stuttgart summit in the summer of 1983 
were achieved by this spring. 


At the Brussels European Council meeting, the Federal Government took advantage of all 
options at its disposal to ensure success for the summit meeting. As Federal Governments 
in previous decades have done, this Federal Government has formed a frontline with those 
member-states that are also energetically promoting the Community's further development 
into a constantly closer union ot che free peoples of Europes... 


The crucial question remains whether, in view of the complicated international political 
situation and in view of military threats and economic and ecoiogical problems, Europe 
is capable of reducing the interests of its national states to a common denominator 

and then unifying itself. 
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As far as I am concerned, there is no doubt that such unification also requires stronger 
political pressure. 


Europe must also learn to speak with a single voice in its relations with the United 
States. The question in the coming months and years then will be whether each partner 
in the Community is prepared, even in the most difficult times, to regard membership 
in the Community as irrevocable. We are prepared to do this! 





Is each partner prepared to embark on the road toward Europe's political union without 
any qualifications? The FRC is! 


l hope that all other partners in the Community will answer these two crucial questions 
in the same way we do. 


We will have to discuss within the Community to a greater extent in the future not only 
economic and political issues, but also problems of security policy. The emergence 

of a security policy component of European integration policy cannot, of course, 

form an alternative to the NATO alliance. 


Europeans cannot do without the alliance as long as they are faced with an imperial 
superpower on European soil. 


Yet, Eruopeans must also increase their weight and their influence within NATO and ex- 
press their specific interests more strongly than they have done in the past. It is 
important to adapt the alliance to the conditions and requirements of the future and, 
in the process, to consolidate the European pillar of the trans-atlantic partnership. 


In this connection, it is important for the Federal Government and the vast majority 
of the FRG people that NATO, and in particular the close friendship and partnership 
with the United States, remain the foundation of German security policy, the guarantee 
of our freedom. 


Only a strong and united aliiance can secure peace in freedom. The 2!!liance guarantees 
our independence; it serves peace in Europe and in the world and remains the basis 
for true detente policy. 


The FRG's security and peace policies serve a lofty political goal -- overcoming 
Germany's and Europe's partition. Alongside the free West, and within the Buropean 
framework, we must and will shape our future and solve our national problems in a 
peaceful effort. 








We are wel] aware of the European dimension of German partition and can overcome it on 
a lcag-term basis only with the support of our neighbors in Europe and only in a 
peaceful way. In principle, we reject war and the threat and use of force as an 
instrument of politics. 


We are aware of the great responsibility for stability in central Europe that our 
country particularly bears. It is an established fact that Germans will never again 
disregard their European responsibility. 


Our responsibility for Europe is also particularly reflected in our relations with the 
GDR. The GDR leadership is currently attempting to reinterpret German history and to 
thereby take possession of it. The basis for the GDR's concept of German history is 

the idea of a single, socialist-communist Germany. In this way, the GDR looks to create 
a national-communist self-interpretation which will serve as ersatz legitimization for 

a state whose theory and reality never have been and never would be accepted in free 
elections by Germans in the GDR. 
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Therefore, the German people expect each Federal Government to work persistently toward 
a state of peace in Europe in which it can complete its unification in free 
self-determination. 


Yet, anyone advocating the unity of the nation must meet the people of the GDR half-way 
and must go to see them. We are seeking practical solutions. In this way, we are 
also living up to our national commitment. 


Peace in Europe will become all the more solid as we become more successful in miti- 
gating the hardship of German partition and in overcoming partition through a stable, 
peaceful European order. 


We still have a lot of ground to cover before this happens. Still, we have no reason 
to be resigned. History does not draw conclusions and it does not impose a final state 
of affairs. International politics constantly change. 


The situation in divided Ge~many is also changing, as is shown by the development of 
relations between the two German states during the past few years. 


Favorable changes in relations between the iwo German states also affect Berlin. 
This city plays a double role for Germany and Europe. 


It is the symbol of steadfast defense of democracy and human rights by the free peoples 
of the West, and at the same time, it is the yardstick for assessing East-West 
relations. 


France, the United Kingdom, and the United States are themselves active in Berlin. 
Their presence vividly symbolizes our partnership in the Atlantic community; the three 
powers stand for the "Principles of democracy, individual freedom, and the rule of law, 
as stated in the preamble of the NATO Treaty. 


We Germans owe much gratitude to the protective powers of Berlin. We thankfully recall 
what you, Mrs Thatcher, said when you visited Berlin on 29 October 1982: "The presence 
(of the British troops in Berlin) symbolizes the unshakable commitment of the United 
Kingdom -- as well as that of our French and U.S. partners -- to ensure the freedom 

of your city. Our Armed Forces remain here because they have a vital mission and 
because you wish it... 


We will do everything we cze to ensure that these pillars of Western freedom are 
preserved as guarantees of our way of life in the future as well." 


GOVERNMENT REJECTS GDR MISSION ACCESS PROTEST 





LD031720 Hamburg DPA in German 1614 GMT 3 May 84 


[Excerpts] Bonn/Berlin 3 May (DPA) -- The continued hampering of access to the Bonn 
permanent mission in East Berlin has led to a controversy between the FRC and GDR 
Governments. Government spokesman Juergen Sudhoff, speaking in Bonn today, rejected as 
absurd the GDR's claim that the FRG is conducting a campaign against the GDP over the 
obstruction of access. 


Sudhoff said that the GDR's protest had been rejected. The Federal Government re~ 
peated its view that the obstructions represented a “politically very serious process. 
It had repeatealy made this clear to the GDR. The Federal Government demands that 
unhindered access should be given to the permanent mission in accordance with 
principles established in treaties and in th: tradition of ‘nternationa! coniacts. 
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At the same time it affirmed its interest in the continuation of dialogue with the GDR 
and the further development of relations. 


GDR citizens are subject to police checks before and after visits to the FRG permament 
mission. Access to the mission is kept under surveillance by guards. 


REPORT PROMPTS GDR YOUTH GROUP TO CANCEL VISIT 





LDO31902 Hamburg DPA in German 1644 GMT 3 May 84 


[Excerpt] Detmold, 3 May (DPA) -- Two youth groups from the GDR have canceled their 
already firmly booked trips to the FRG by notifying the Germany Youth Hostel Associ- 
ation |YHA] in Detmold. The FRG YHA said on Thursday that it viewsthis as the first 
reaction to remarks in the report of the Office for the Protection of the Constitution 
that the GDR Free German Youth orgnization is continuing its efforts to use youth 
exchanges for political agitation. The chairman of the YHA, Professor Franz Poeggeler, 
issued a statement expressing his disappointment with the development and called the 
Office for the Protection of the Constitution report unbalanced and not consistent 
with the efforts of the Federal Government. 


MOELLEMANN APPEALS TO USSR TO END AFGHAN WAR 





LDO31346 Hamburg DPA in German 1220 GMT 3 May 84 


{Text} Bonn, 3 May (DPA) — After the start of a new major offensive by the Soviet 
Army in Afghanistan with “appalling ground bombardment,” Minister of State in the 
Foreign Ministry Juergen Moellemann has appealed to Soviet state and party leader 
Konstantin Chernenko to stop the “inhuman war" against the Afghan people immediately. 
Like his predecessors, Leonid Brezhnev and Yuriy Andropov, Chernenko has always talked 
about peace and understanding, Moellemann wrote today in the press service bulletin 
of the FDP Bundestag group, yet all the same he is purusing the Red Army campaign 
begun in Afghanistan in 1979 with as yet unprecedented toughness ond relentlessness. 
The sheer contempt for mankind of a whole system is being expressed here in the most 
brutal way. 
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LDO31358 Paris Domestic Service in French 1200 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] Edith Cresson will not visit Turkey. Ankara made it known this morning 

that the French minister of foreig: trade is henceforth not wanted [indesirable] in 
Turkey after the inauguration by a member of the French Government of a monument dedi- 
cated to the memory of the genocide of the Armenian. The principle of such a visit 
had been sectled between France and Turkey but mo date had so far been fixed. 


12 INJURED IN BOMB BLASTS AT ARMENIAN MONUMENT 
NCO31632 Paris AFP in English 1616 GMT 3 May 84 





{[Text}) Paris, May 3 (AFP) -- Twelve people were injured, and a controversial newly- 
inaugurated memorial to Armenians massacred by Turkey during the First World War 

was seriously damaged in two blasts which shook the Paris suburb of Alfortville 
today. 


One of theblasts occurred inacafe in Alfortville, while the other damaged the 
memorial nearby. 


According to rescue workers who rushed to the scene, the injuries sustained ranged 
from light to moderately serious, although two people reportedly suffered facial 
burn". 


The controversial monument, to an estimated 1.5 million Armenians believed massacred 
by Turks in 1915, was inaugurated on Sunday by French Secretary of State for Public 
Safety Joseph Franceschi, who is also mayor of Alfortville. 


Mr Franceschi rushed to the scene after today's explosions. 


Successive Turkish Govermments have always rejected charges of genocide against 
Armenians. 


Alfortville is located just outside the Paris city iimits, to the south-east of the city. 


REACTION TO AL-QADHDHAFI * CAUTIOUS’ 


PMO31407 Paris LE MONDE in French 3 May 84 p 3 





[J.-C.P. report: “Paris Give Cautious Reaction to Libyan Offer of Withdrawal’) 


[Text] After recently describing Chad as an “extension” of Libya, Golonel al-Qadhdhafi 
has said he is prepared to end the Libyan “presence” in that country, thus admitting 
for the first time Libya's intervention in the neighboring country. “If the Libyan 
presence serves as a pretext for the presence of French forces in that country,” he 
said in an interview shown by French television Channel 1 Monday 30 April in its 2000 
hours news program, "I say that we are prepared to withdraw our presence in Chad so that 
the French Government caimot justify to its public opinion using its soldiers to 
fight.” 
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"So far,” he added, “a French aircraft has been shot dow, several soldiers have been 
killed, and there is the very high cost to the French budget of the operation in the 
Chadian desert, without Chad or France standing to gain anything from it.” Al-Qadhdhafi 
said that Transitional National Union Government [GUNT] President Goukouni Oueddei, 

his Chadian ally, was “prepared to accept concessions" to settle the conflict, and 
that Hissein Habre, the current head of state, was not "qualified to govern the whole 
of Chad." Al-Qadhdhafi advocated “the search for a third man in agreement with Goukouni. 
Queddei.” “We will not impose him, we know that Hissein Habre will not agree and he 
will, therefore, be the target of accusation and condemnation,” he said. 


These statements received a very cautious reaction in Paris, where an unofficial 
source stated Wednesday morning [2 May] that the Libyan leader was primarily addressing 
the French public in order to try to undermine the French Government's position in 
Chad. "“Al-Qadhdhafi has no obligation to be consistent because he has neither press 
nor public, and ‘¢ is very clever of him to say: ‘I will go if you leave,’ even if 

he does not intend to do so," the same source addec\i. (ol al-Qadhdhafi made these 
statements after a short visit to Tripoli by Quai d'Orsay Secretary General Francis 
Gutmann, during which the latter met with some of the Libyan leader's aides. 


In a statement to AFP is wed Wednesday morning, Goukouni Oueddei again demanded the 
withdrawal of all “foreign” forces, citing the French and Zairian troops and “Zionist 
technicians.” “If there are Libyans they will leave at th: same time," he said. He 
advocated the convening of a new “round table" meeting among Chadians without 
prerequisites either in the Congo or in Algeria. 


This proposel echoed that put forward the previous day by Acheikh ibn Oumar, CUNT 
defense minister and leader of the Revolutionary Democratic Council, who stated, like 
Goukouni Oweddei, that contacts had taken place, and that any summit meeting should be 
held urder OAU auspices and without the prior holding of a preparatory conference 
advocated in particular by Paris. However, Mr Oumar denied eing the "third man" in 
negotiations, while expressing the view that Hissein Habre could not be accepted as 
"Chad's present or future legitimate president.” 


The view in President Hissein Habre's camp is that “aside from the admission of his 
Army's illegal presence in Chad," Col al-Qadhdhafi said nothing “new” in his interview 
to French television Channel 1. That was what Chadian Ambassador to France Mr Allam-mi 
said Monday svening, and he added: “If Al-Qadhdhafi succeeded in imposing the third man 
solution on Chad, he would be dealing with a fragile Chadian rogime which would enable 
him to implement his annexationist policy.” 


ANDORRA’ GOVERNMENT ANNOUNCES RESIGNATION 





LDO30127 Paris Domestic Service in French 0900 GMT 1 May 84 


[Text] Resignation of the Andorran government: The resignation was announced 
yesterday evening by the head of the Andorran government, Mr Cscar Ribas. In order 
to straighten out the finances of the Principality of Andorra, Mr Oscar Ribas 
has preposed the creation of taxes; he did not succeed in getting his plan adopted. 


INCREASED AUTONOMY FOR NEW CALEDONIA .PPROVED 





NCO31429 Paris AFP in English 1226 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] Paris, May 3 (AFP) — The French Cabinet today adopted a Sill to grant 
increased autonomy to the Pacific Territory of New Caledonia. 
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Under the proposed legislation, a referendum on self-determination would be held on the 
French-ruled island after a five-year waiting period. 


A second bill under consideration concerns the creation of a territorial assembly and 
includes measures providing for better representation of New Caledonia's ethnic diversity. 


CABINET OUTLAWS CARIBBEAN REVOLUTIONARY ALLIANCE 





NCO31315 Paris AFP in English 1303 GMT 3 May 84 


[Excerpt] Paris, May 3 (AFP) -- The French Cabinet today outlawed the clandestine 
Carribbean Revolutionary Alliance (ARC) which claimed 15 bomb blasts last week in 
Guadeloupe, the latest in a series of attacks on French Caribbean islands. 


Government spokesman Max Gallo said the ARC -- which seeks independence from France for 
Guadeloupe and nearby Martinique and French Guiana -- had an "avowed objective" of 
hitting at “the integrity of the national territory." 


The 15 explosions on April 26, claimed in a communique saluting the "courage" of those 
who planted the bombs, occurred on the eve of the 136th anniversary of the abolition of 
slavery in 1848 in Guadeloupe. There were no casualties in the bombings. 


The ARC, which added its sign to the communique in a special ink known to investigators, 
called for “resistance to the French occupation forces," to be followed later by an 
“offensive to conquer national independence." 


Today's decision, Mr Gallo said, was taken under a January 10, 1936 law covering private 
armies. The move dissolved the ARC and would enable the arrest of members who tried 
to revive it. 


The ARC made its first appearance nearly a year ago, on May 28, 1983, another historic 
date linked to slavery — the crushing in 1802 by Napoleon of a revolt against the 
re-establishment of slavery. 


SPANISH BASQUE NATIONALIST KILLED IN GAL ATTACK 





NCO032127 Paris AFP in English 2101 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] Bayonne, France, May 3 (AFP) — One Spanish Basque nationalist was shot dead and 
another wounded near here today in the latest of a series of attacks on Spanish Basques 
claimed by the self-styled anti-terrorist liberation group (GAL). 


Rafael Goicoetxea Erauzquin, 30, died and his companion Jesus Zugara Murdi Heici, 36, 

was hit in the legs when the passenger on a motorcycle opened fire on their car on a 
deserted road about five kilometres (three miles) from the Spanish border near the French 
Basque village of Saint-Etienne de Baigorry. 


An anonymous telephone caller to the daily SUD-OUEST (SOUTH-WEST) newspaper here said the 
attack had been carried out by the GAL, which since December has claimed seven other 
attacks on Spanish Basques in the French Basque country. 


Although both men were believed to be members of military-ETA, the main Basque nationalist 
underground group, neither of them had been active for some time, reliable sources said. 
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However, French sources said Mr. Zugara Murdi is believed to have taken part in a 
spectacular ETA terrorist attack which killed Spanish Prime Minister Admiral Luis 
Carrero Blanco in December 1973, 


Mr. Goicoetxea's name was on a list of 300 alleged members of ETA handed over to Interpol 
by the Spanish Government last year. 


ETA, whose Basque-language initials stand for "Basque Nation and Liberty," is fighting 
for independence for the Basque country, which straddles the border between south-western 
France and northern Spain. 


The GAL has said it will respond to attacks carried out by Spanish Basques in Spain by 
attacking activists in the French Basque country, which was traditionally a haven for 
Spanish Basque activities. 


Today's attack, which brings the number of Spanish Basques killed by the GAL since 
December to seven, came after a lull in the group's activities which had lasted since 
March 23, Two French nationals have also been killed in GAL attacks, one of them 
apparently by accident. 
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CRAXI ON EAST-WEST RELATIONS, INTERNAL SITUATION 





AU030844 Rome ANSA in English 0833 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] (ANSA) Rome, May 3 -- The Italian Government is eager to see a resumption of 
both the East-West dialogue and negotiations on all matters relevant to both nuclear 
and conventional arms, according to Premier Bettino Craxi last night on the eve of 
his two-day visit to Portugal. 


He said that Italy had recently left good will messages in two capitals of Eastern 

Europe -- Moscow and Budapest, and was about to clearly elucidate its position within 

the framework of the Atlantic alliance, "convinced as we are that the path of negotiation 
is the only viable way," to be sought patiently and reasonably. 


In his departure statement he also turned to the internal political situation here. 

The desire for political stability is strongly felt in the country, he said. With 
regard to the possibility that his administration might be followed by a leftwing alter- 
native government, Craxi said that of all the possibilities other than the present 
formula, this would seem to be the most unlikely given a myriad of factors, not least 

of which being the current stance of Italian Communists, 


SWISS FOREIGN AFFAIRS CHIEF MEETS ANDREOTTI 





AU031954 Rome ANSA in English 1956 GMT 3 May 84 


[Excerpts] (ANSA) Rome, May 3 -- Talks here today between Italian Foreign Minister 
Giulio Andreotti and his Swiss counterpart Pierre Aubert were greeted with "great satis- 
faction" later by Italian Foreign Ministry sources. The two diplomatic chiefs met 
initially in a tete-a-tete and then exchanged views in a plenary session of the two 
delegations. 


As expected, the ministers noted a "full convergence" of views on international topics 
such as East-West relations, the Middle East, Lebanon, and the Irani-Iraqi war -- and 
they also voiced their "determination" to "contribute to valid solutions" in these 

and other cases. 


In more concrete terms, they agreed to a further intensification of bilateral 
cooperation -- in air traffic, customs agreements, judicial cooperation, and accords 

on the almost half-a-million Italian emigrants and seasonal workers who work 

north of the Alps. Tomorrow Aubert will have further talks with Andreotti and will also 
meet head-of-state Sandro Pertini. 


PAPER DEFENDS GOVERNMENT FOREIGN POLICY 





PMO031235 Rome AVANTI in Italian 26 Apr 84 pp 1, 12 


[Article by Francesco Gozzano, AVANTI deputy chief editor: "Consistent Line of 
Italian Foreign Policy"] 


[Text] When a country pursues a consistent foreign policy, results do not take long 
to make themselves.manifest. This applies to Italy, and the confirmation that there 
can be some movement in the complex East-West relations -- a constant objective of our 
government -- has emerged from the foreign minister's talks in Moscow. 











VII. 4 May 84 L2 ITALY & THE VATICAN 


The consistency of Italian foreign policy is reflected in its resolute determination on 
the one hand to see its own security guaranteed within the context of an alliance, in 
which it is a loyal partner, and on the other to do its utmost to ensure that this 
security is not based solely on increased military strength but is the result of poli- 
tical understanding with other countries, If, in agreeing to house cruise missiles 

on its territory, Italy h-d to respond to an increased presence and threat from the 
enemy, it has, however, never considered the decision irreversible and has indeed fought 
in all forums, both bilateral and multilateral, both in the East and in the West, to 
ensure that the reasons leading to the adoption of these defensive measures cease to 


apply. 


Pursuit of this strategy, which is not implemented in isolation nor disconnected from 
the more general action of the Atlantic alliance, has produced its high points in 
recent weeks in the first visits to the Eastern bloc by government representatives since 
the breakdown of the Geneva dialogue, and was designed precisely to discover the chances 
of a resumption of this dialogue, the prerequisite for a return to the negotiating 
table. In both Budapest and Moscow the argument put to our interlocutors was simple 
and clear: Italy wants the resumption of dialogue among all countries of both 
alignments and is willing to use every opportunity to dispel the atmosphere of mutual 
mistrust that unfortunately still prevents the resumption of a serious and specific 
dialogue between the two superpowers and their respective alliances. 


One of the principal and most promising of meeting places seems to be Stockholm: It is 
no coincidence that a few weeks after the breakdown of the Geneva negotiations Shultz 
and Gromyko met in the Swedish capital and talked, at the suggestion of "minor" countries 
in their respective alliances as well as of the neutral and nonaligned countries (whose 
role is unfairly underestimated), and their conversation led to the 
resumption of the Vienna negotiations on conventional forces, The very 
course of the Stockholm conference shows that there are chances of reaching specific 
results — whether they be the formulation of a treaty on relinquishing the use of 
force in interstate relations (as urged by the Soviets), or the adoption of specific 
measures designed to increase trust, the prerequisite for further steps along the path 
to disarmament in Europe (as urged by the West). 


It is a matter not so much of establishing a "barter" between the two sides’ demands 
as of setting in motion a mechanism able to restore on its own at least some trust 
between the two alignments and particularly between the superpowers -- an objective 
that is still a long way off. Moreover, while on the one hand the USSR does not 
believe that the United States has recently displayed conduct likely to prompt the 
Soviet leadership to modify its peremptory verdict on Reagan's policy, on the other 
hand neither does Washington believe that Moscow has given tangible evidence of a 
desire to reach accords, to the extent that it insists on unacceptable prerequisites 
while continuing inexorably with its missile deployment. 


This being so, the steps taken by the two alliances’ "minor" governments to induce 

the two superpowers to attenuate their mutual suspicions could seem unrealistic or 
naive: Indeed, if the expectation was the immediate discovery of "magical" solutions 
capable of mdifying existing relations then the disappointment will be great; but if, 
however, the aim was -- as indeed it is -- the more modest one of securing a willing- 
ness to seek to transcend the present climate of mistrust, some progress has been made. 
The "new ideas," still surrounded in mystery, that Chernenko presented to Andreotti 
are interesting more as a symptom than as a basis capable of leading to a way out 

of the impasse on the Geneva negotiations -- a symptom that must not be underestimated, 
allowing oneself to be blinded by the polemic tone of Soviet propaganda, which seems in 
some respects inevitable -- as inevitable as the equally peremptory U.S. claims. 
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The road to the resumption of a proper U.S.-USSR dialogue still seems long and bristling 
with obstacles, regardless of the U.S, electoral situation; but an attempt can be made to 
shorten it and to smooth away the major rough spots with conduct, within the currently 
open forums of negotiation, that can facilitate the dialogue between the superpowers. 


This is exactly what our country is seeking through its diplomatic initiative, which, 
having sounded out the Eastern bloc, will now be applied within the Atlantic context -- 
not to prefigure hypothetical mediations (the United States and the USSR talk to each 
other directly, despite everything, and certainly need no mediators) but to stimulate 
both sides to desist from their mutual mistrust. The convergence noted on this point 
between Italy and Hungary during the conversations in Budapest was significant and 
very helpful, and the fact that in Moscow -- regardless of the inevitable controver- 
Sial points that still exist -- an explicit acknowledgment of the need for dialogue was 
secured and Chernenko and Gromyko were heard to express good will (though this is still 
to be confirmed in actual conduct) shows that the Italian initiative has not been a 
waste of time but has indeed permitted the emergence of glimmers of light that must be 
enlarged. 


This is what must now be continued with determination and resoluteness vis-a-vis 

the West, too -- and this will provide a further confirmation of the consistent action 
that our government pursues without concessions or weakening of the ties that bind it 
to the West, but with the realization that it has a role to perform, with complete dig- 
nity and with a great sense of responsibility, to facilitate the establishment in 
Europe and throughout the world of a situation of nonunilateral detente and coexistence. 


Even a "minor" country such as Italy can pursue its own foreign policy as long as its 
set objectives and methods are clear: The recent initiatives show this, regardless 

of the controversies sparked off by confused and unilateral stances that do not involve 
the collegial responsibility of the government, whose line of consistency cannot be 
challenged by a responsible and considered analysis of its stances. Such a line is con- 
sistent with Italy's desire for real security for Europe and the whole world. 


RERLINGUER SPEAKS TO PCI CENTRAL COMMITTEE 





PMO31510 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 28 Apr 84 p 12 
[Ugo Baduel report: "Berlinguer's Speech") 


[Excerpts] The most serious mistake now would be to regard the European election 
campaign as bound to take place in an atmosphere of general apathy. In fact, exactly 
the opposite is true, as is shown by the way in which all the parties are working 
actively -- almost feverishly -- with a view to these elections. Speaking at the end 
of the rapid and already effective Central Committee and Central Control Commission 
session, Berlinguer made this introductory point to the political argument that 

he proceeded to expound. 


Berlinguer expressed full agreement with Achille Occhetto's report and complete 
confidence that if the PCI succeeds in wisely using all its energies, the election 
battle will not only interest but actually excite very broad masses of workers and 
people. And this objective is all the more feasible if one reflects on two central 
issues, on which the party is already entirely mobilized. Berlinguer defined the two 
issues as follows: 
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1 -- The peace issue. A battle that the Communists are waging, centered on the objective 
of an end to the current missiles race; an issue all the more burning since the cruise 
missiles at Comiso are about to become operational. We have absolutely no intention of 
resigning ourselves to this, the PCI secretary general said, and we are not resigned 

to the fact that Italy has become a nuclear target. 


2 -- The issue of the restructuring of production and of the current technological inno- 
vations in Italy, and the closely connected issue of the leadership of these processes -- 
that is, whether they must be led solely by ruling capitalist groups, or whether the 
workers movement, the world of science, technology, and culture, and the broad masses 
of women ar.d young people should be involved in them, with all their influence and all 
their demands. This decisive issue automatically raises several more interconnected 
issues -- that of the role of the trade unions, of the regeneration of their platforms 
of demands; that of the change of direction of the national economic policy; that of 
howto view and achieve the unity of the working classes under present conditions; and 
that of the struggle against the authoritarian thrusts stemming objectively from the 
ruling capitalist groups’ attempts to appropriate complete and exclusive control of 
current and future new processes -- that is, the struggle for the defense and expan- 
sion of democracy and freedoms. — 


The PCI secretary general recalled the great scale and quality of the antimissile 
demonstrations throughout Europe, citing in particular West Germany, Britain, the 
Netherlands, and Belgium. We also recalled the significance of the new vigor assumed 
by the social and political struggles, not only in Italy, but also in Britain (the 
miners), in France (the steelworkers), in West Germany (by the trade unions over 
working hours), in Belgium, and even in Luxembourg. At the same time in other 
European countries, too, there are authoritian trends on the part of governments and 
ruling groups (the latest example being the antitrade union law in Britain). 


With regard to the peace struggle, Berlinguer warned in particular against facile and 
false optimism and the risks of underestimating the looming dangers. It is true that 

it now seems that some chinks of light could appear in the dialogue 
between East and West on certain issues, and it is right to work to make them expand 
rather than disappear. But this must not cause us to forget that no substantial inno- 
vations have yet emerged on the most serious issue: the two blocs’ arms race. We 

must not tire of reminding people that the accumulation of nuclear weapons is continuing 
and progressing steadily, as is the race to plan and build new and lethal kinds of 
weapons, including space weapons. So the PCI'’s idea that the main task at present is 
to work to halt the arms race in Europe, as a rrerequisite for negotiations aimed at 
dismantling the weapons, is still entirely valid. And we must draw strength from 

the fact that our party is the only one to have put forward a specific proposal designed 
to halt missile deployment, which, for that matter, has a similar basis to that of the 
Palme Commission. 


Proceeding from our specific proposal, we will have to draw on all the other topics on 
which the Communists have worked in connection with the battle to safeguard mankind from 
nuclear catastrophe -- those of a new conception of security, of the gradual elimina- 
tion of both blocs: of the link joining peace, disarmament, and development, and thus 
of the North-South problem; that of the interconnection of peace, national sovereignty, 
and the defense and development of democracy. 
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Next, we cite as a strong point of our election battle the proposal of the referendum 

on the Comiso missiles and the fact that the government has proved its intention in 
every way to avoid consulting the people on this issue. Berlinguer said that in connec- 
tion with this combination of proposals the PCI must carry out a major mobilization that 
will also embrace the issues of complete observance of constitutional principles regard- 
ing decisions affecting security and matters of peace and war. 


The competition that has been going on for months among the government parties to occupy 
the center (which has led them to shift to the right) has been partly disrupted by the 
emergence of a factor whose power and scale they have failed fully to appreciate -- a 
movement of workers which, far from isolating the PCI and the CGIL, has given greater 
strength to their positions, to the opposition battle, and eventually led many within 

the majority to fear the negative consequences -- not only for the country but for them- 
selves, too — of a direct clash carried beyond certain limits. This is the only explan- 
ation for the government's making modifications to the original decree that will take 
into account — though still very incompletely and in any case unsufficiently -- the 
workers’ demands and the left-wing opposition's arguments. 


Tackling the essence of the present political situation in Italy, Berlinguer said: 1 
wonder at this stage what is the point of the struggle for all the objectives that I 
have indicated if not to defend and develop democracy and thus also to establish a dif- 
ferent political framework from the present one, a framework that will make it possible 
to restore the c-nditions of full political, parliamentary, and constitutional normality 
— a framework, in short, that will guarantee the defense and development of democracy. 


Next, the PCl secretary general referred to his statement concerning the objective nature 
of the authoritarian thrusts that now have one of their chief sources in the heart of 

the new economic and social process, which is also the fieid in which they must therefore 
be combated. These thrusts are indeed objective, he added, but we are not so objecti- 
vistic as to fail to see that the regressive nature of these processes stems also from 
specific political wills, from government conduct, and in particular from certain sectors 
of the government parties. 


Occhetto Report 
PMO31530 Milan L'UNITA in Italian 27 Apr 84 pp 1, 18 
[Ugo Baduel report: “In Europe With the PCI") 
[Text] Rome — Voting Communist in Italy for a new Europe means granting the PCI a new 


role -- that of representing the values, anxieties, and plans of the entire reformist 
left in a difficult period of political life. 


This was the central point of Achille Occhetto's report to the PCI Central Committee 
and Central Control Commission session yesterday -- a speech that closely linked and 
alternated the pressing issues of Italian domestic politics and the no-less-pressing 
issues of a European strategy that will constitute a real turning point from a past 
dominated by restrictive ideas of a Europe “dependent” on others’ politices. 
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On the eve of the 17 June [European] elections the PCI*s ambition is to occupy “the 
necessary reformist space within Italian society, to represent in Italy the hopes of the 
left in Europe, and to impart to the coming elections a new quality reflecting this pos- 
siblity — that is, the quality of an appeal to rally the progressive forces." 


The European elections occur at a very delicate moment both in Italy and in the rest of 
the EEC. The PCi has just waged a battle ("whose outcome was by no means certain") on 
the government decree attacking cost-of-living adjustments, a battle that it concluded 
victoriously. And it is on the eve of a battle on the revised decree that the Comm- 
nists will wage “not with a view to the European delections, as some have said, but in 
order to ensure that it is further modified." Can this national political context be 
ignored at a time when the Italian people are being summoned to the ballot boxes to elect 
the European Parliament? Of course not. 


The question put to us from various quarters in the past few days has been whether the 
PCI would “soften" its policy of opposition to the decree on cost-of-living adjustments 
in order to devote all its efforts to the elections, or whether it would take the oppor- 
tunity provided by the elections to summon the voters to a kind of “referendum” on the 
Craxi government, thus stepping up its parliamentary opposition at this stage. 


The Central Committee is providing an answer to these questions -- the first speeches 
were delivered yesterday =- but Occhetto's report fully revealed its outlines. From 
the June elections we are expecting "a sign" -- that is, a vote for the PCI -- that will 
essentially grant further strength to the PCI as a real rallying point for a broad 
modern reformist alignment both in Italy and in Europe. 


Far from being confined to the defense of the working class, the issue of the government 
decree has demonstrated the political nature of anew opposition that has emerged in the 
country against “program transformism" and “the mixture of arrogance and shortsighted- 
ness” resulting from the government's “rule by decree" [decisionismo]. The June elections 
must therefore serve primarily to extricate the country “from the present stalemate” 
and lead to the emergence of "a political leadership that is less factious, less influ- 
enced by petty considerations of power, less concerned with winning the indulgence of 
the conservative forces." In his report, Occhetto returned forcefully to a topic with 
which the Communists have concerned themselves since the final Central Committee ses- 
sions of last year — the race to the center by the parties of the majority, the rivalry 
on the right of the DC and PSI, which “are creating a vast space on the left." This is 
the point. Who is to fill this space? The anwer to this question embodies the whole 

of the ambitious stakes for which the PCI aims to play in the coming elections. "The 
PCI,” Occhetto said, “is setting this ambition on the table, prompted by the awareness 
of having to inherit and perform a national and social role that others are threatening 
to relinquish.” 


Herein, too, lies the response to the PSI, which is mistakenly and to its own detriment 
increasingly identified solely with the socialist premier and his need to survive. "We 
certainly do not want to deny the PSI its natural place on the “eft,” Occhetto said, 
"but unfortunately that space is now being abandoned more and more each day.” 
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So the PCI will be the one to take up the challenge (continually being presented to it) 
to stand as a modern reformist force open to the experiences of European socialism and in 
tune with the new technologicalera. “We reply — and this will be the keynote of our 
election program -- not with a ‘yes’ that could seem artificial, but by declaring our 
willingness to conduct a dialectical dialogue concerning both the ground already covered 
and the steps still to be taken, with the most varied traditions and cultural currents 

of the nonconfessional and Catholic Italian left.” 


Occhetto recalled the November 1983 Central Committee session devoted to the economy and 
the formulation of a Communist proposal for a “policy on all incomes" that wou.d bring 
producers together in far-reaching and innovative effort, compared to which the govern- 
ment's ‘economic maneuver’ (centered on labor costs) constitutes an answer that is not 
only inequitable but also narrow and limited. 


And here is the relevance of the comprehensive link between the national and the European: 
Being a modern reformist force implies broadening the horizons of any political and eco- 
nomic strategy and meeting the international challenge now facing the heart of Europe, 
which includes us, in the face of which Europe -- and Italy under its present leadership 
— seems impotent and “dependent,” unable to perform the role of active rolitical agents 
that is now necessary to survival. 


This logical framework clearly reveals the close link between the “Italian” and the 
“European” vote. It is no coincidence that in the other European countries the left 
faces the same critical problems (unemployment and peace, for instance) that are at the 
center of the battles and initiatives of the truly reformist left in Italy. Are the 
Communists isolated in Eruope? From the field of economic policies to the essential 
field of peace and the peace movement, the Communists are in broad and excellent company. 


The vote on 17 June will be for new national and European frontiers -- new, broader, 
supernational frontiers of a truly reformist policy for which the PCI wants to consti- 
tute the surest reference point in Italy. 


Of course, in his report Occhetto went into detail about the pressing problems at the 
European level, first and foremost that of peace and an active role for Europe in pro- 
moting it. 


The point that now most needs to be grasped, however, is the political point of the two- 
fold challenge that the PCI is issuing with the election campaign it is organizing, the 
challenge to tranformism [transformismo] and to thenational political regression to a 
dismissive or bombastic but empty view of a Europe increasingly driven into the corner 
as an unimportant minor power. 


It is within this context that the PCI awaits, from the elections, the great “sign” of 
change that can come only from a united response from the broad reformist alignment of 
the Italian voters. 
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DENMARK 


JORGENSEN INTERVIEWED ON SECURITY POLICY 





PMO30940 Copenhagen BERLINCSKE TIDENDE in Danish 30 Apr 84 p 5 


[Iucerview with Social Democratic Party Chairman Anker Jorgensen by Michael Ehrenreich: 
“The Government Is Doing Too Little About the Nuclear Arms Buildup" -- date and place 
not given] . 


[Text] The government has not been firm or precise enough in its compliance with secu- 
rity policy decision made by the Folketing, Social Democratic Party Chairman and former 
Prime Minister Anker Jorgensen said in an interview with BERLINGSKE TIDENDE on the eve 
of the major Folketing security policy debate on Wednesday [2 May]. Against the back- 
ground of a Social Democratic question, the Folketing will discuss the situation sur- 
rounding the medium-range missiles in Europe and the question of a nuclear-free zone. 


Anker Jorgensen said: “We are calling the debate to give the Folketing an opportunity 
to both discuss and adopt a position on a number of the most central points of security 
policy. We in the Social Democratic Party want to stimulate a unified decision instead 
of decisions about one or more aspects of security policy dictated by this or that 
special interest." 


Question: Is the Social Democratic Party satisfied with the way in which the government 
has dealt with security policy given the resolutions adopted in the past by the 
Folket ing? 


Answer: As far as the medium-range missiles are concerned, we take the firm view that 
the government has been too slow and has not followed things up effectively enough -- 
for example, there was a possibility of negotiations before deployment of the 572 mis- 
Siles began. But that is past history now. 


Of the situation since the commencement of deployment, we do not want to say directly 
that the government has not followed Folketing instructions. But the government has 
done so in a very weak and imprecise way and has made a point of explaining that it 

does not agree with the resolutions passed by the majority. This situation is untenable 
in the long run. And that is what we are critical of. 


As far as nuclear-free zones are concerned, we honestly do not think that the government 
has done anything. It is my impression that the government has not pursued the question 
particularly energetically, It has perhaps raised the matter at the ministerial level 
in the context of a Nordic meeting, but we know too little about this. That is why we 
want the debate to be raised in a broader context, and there will, of course, be a move 
in the form of a draft resolution. 


Question: Could you describe the contents of such a resolution? 


Anewer: It will be a resolution which raises several questions: the Nordic area as a 
nuclear-free zone — also in the context of a zone in a broad belt running down through 
Europe — first use of nuclear arms, a freeze on nuclear arms stockpiles, and the resump- 
tion of negotiations to halt, reduce, or actually dismantle much of what has already 
been deployed, It will be an expression of our interest in working toward the goal of 
ensuring that Denmark can at all times be nuclear-free. Questions relating to biologi- 
cal and chemical warfare will also be raised. 
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Question: What concrete steps could the Danish Government take to promote a resumption 
of the negotiations on medium-range missiles in Europe? 


Answer: It could not only demonstrate its views clearly and unambiguously, but could 
also put forward proposals in international contexts -- first and foremost, within NATO. 
It could cooperate with other countries which support the position which the majority in 
the Folketing wants to see worked on. 


Question: But how, in the Social Democratic view, should the government do this? 
Answer: There is no single way, but there is a conscious policy which, from issue to 


issue, from detail to general outline, seeks to highlight and promote the ideas contained 
in the views of the Folketing majority. 





Question: The Social Democrats were and are opposed to the deployment of the 572 U.S. 
missiles in Europe. Deployment has now begun. Does the Social Democratic Party take 
the view that the deployed missiles should now be removed? 


Answer: Well, we are sure that the fatuous idea that if you simply begin deployment you 
will get negotiations going again does not hold water. Even though I know that our 
position could be misunderstood and that people will say that it weakens our position 

in relation to the East, I want to say: We know now that the reaction is the exact 
opposite -- deployment itself has closed the door to negotiations. There is nothing to 
do but to halt deployment, and introduce a moratorium, but this is not really satis- 
factory — the missiles should be removed. 


If it then proves impossible to get negotiations going, you would be faced with a dif- 
ferent situation in which the responsibility would rest much more clearly with the East. 
Unfortunately, at present I think that the responsibility for the negotiations not being 
resumed rests a little too heavily on the West. 


Question: Is that a view which will be expressed in the draft resolution? 


Answer: As yet, we have not finished drafting the resolution, but this line of argu- 
ment will be its foundation. 





Question: Let us turm to the Social Democratic question's second point: the 
nuclear-free zone. How much will this involve? 


Answer: In our view, work must be directed toward a zone recognized by the superpowers. 
The ideal is the Nordic area as a nuclear-free zone together with 
a broad belt running down through Europe on both sides of § the 


line which at present divides Europe. This is the ideal. But under any circum- 
stances, the Nordic area should work together on this task and work for a zone in a 


broader European context. We are urging the Danish Government to be a reliable and 
persuasive spokesman for this. In the Nordic countries, only the Norwegian Government 
is not really in favor of a zone. 


Question: History contains many examples of great military powers which did not 
respect similar arrangements when it really came to the crunch. Are these not examples 
which deter the Social Democratic Party? 


Answer: What alarms us most of all is the continued nuclear arms buildup. We do not 
feel that there are any easy solutions on this issue. We know very well that this is 
enormously complicated and that strong superpower interests are connected with this 
question, Nevertheless, there is nothing to do apart from continuing to try to get them 
to understand and accept such a security policy line. 
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It goes without saying that there is a risk that something like that could be set aside 
completely in a war situation, but as things are at present, there is a need for 

confidence-building measures. The confidence which could be gained from this could be 
used to promote real reductions. The alternative is a continued nuclear arms race, but 
it is impossible simply to continue with such a drastic arms buildup and believe at the 
same time that the arms will balance each other out and never be used. 















Question: Does the fact that the largest country in our alliance -- the United States 
-- is opposed to such an arrangement carry no weight? 








Answer: I am tired of having to say this. If anything no longer carries any weight 
with me, it is not the United States in general, but Reagan and the policies his adminis- 
tration stands for. Reagan is following a side road to such an extent that he is hard 

| for me to take seriously with his blind faith in rearmament and the aim that the United 
States become stronger. This will surely and inevitably lead to a reaction in the 

form of a new arms buildup. No one will accept what amounts to an official statement 
that they must be the weaker of the two superpowers. 






In addition, Reagan's political judgments are incredibly uncertain. At one moment, the 
United States and che West are inferior. At the next, we have grown stronger to such 
an extent that it is possible to believe that everything is as he wants it. I do not 
think that there is any consistency in that. 


On the other hand, the fact that very powerful forces in the United States take the 

same view as we do is significant to me. There are prominent politicians, former minis- 
ters -- McNamara is one of them -- former generals and present generals who are uncer- 
tain and who are inclined to say that we have absolutely no need for all these nuclear 
arms. In Denmark, Ceneral Knud Jorgensen has said that Furope could manage without some 
80 percent of the nuclear arms we now have. This carries greater weight with me than 
Reagan does. 


Question: The third main point in the discuesion has to do with the extent to which 
Denmark should reject nuclear arms on Danish soil under any circumstances. You say that 
efforts to ensure that Denmark remains nuclear-free under all circumstances must be pro- 
moted. Is this stand consistent with our NATO membership in its present form? 


Answer: First, Denmark is actually nuclear-free. Second, the question of the extent 
to which Denmark is to have nuclear arms in war situations is decided completely by the 
Danish Government. 


At the Social Democratic annual congress in 1981, we passed a resolution stating that 
we do not want nuclear arms on Danish soil, quite simply. This means that we also do 
not want them in wartime. Of course, this involves some problems, but efforts must be 
directed toward resolving them. 


Question: Many people have expressed concern over the way in which the debate has 
developed, It has been said that the Social Democratic Party is traveling along a road 
which could end with the declaration of a policy of neutrality and a demand for with- 
drawal from NATO. The Social Democratic Party has rejected such claims, but what 
really is the final goal of the developments in views currently taking place within the 


party? 


Answer: We do not want to be neutral. We are on the side of democracy. We want to 
remain in NATO, We have stated this numerous times. 


Our goal is to promote all possibilities for reducing the danger of nuclear war. I 
have seen those people who frown and are very worried -- almost for the benefit of the 
Social Democratic Party. But they can save their energies. 
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I would like to say to them in return that I am very worried about them if they do not 
understand what a fantastic danger we would be in if there were not a lot of people in 
Denmark and elsewhere saying: “Stop this trend!" 


Question: What do you say to the criticism directed against the Social Democrats that 
with its approach to security policy the party is turning Denmark into a second-class 
member of the alliance? 





Answer: This is not correct, even though it has been said over and over again. Sorry, 
but we are actually a first-class member. it is the others who are second-, third-, or 
fourth-class members if they cannot see what is at stake here. NATO's task is not to 
be the war machine above all war machines, whatever the cost. NATO also has the task 
of working for detente, and we attach at least as much importance to that. 


Question: The criticism also points to the solidarity built into the alliance, It is 
pointed out that Social Democratic decisions have led to a situation in which Denmark 
has had to withdraw its support for past promises and decisions. Is this an expression 
of solidarity with our other partners? 


Answer: Our view — that nuclear arms increase insecurity — was already contained in 
our decision that we ourselves do not want nuclear arms in Denmark. During the 
negotiations on the two-track decision we expressed reservations but ultimately accepied 
it because all the others wanted it. But it was the Danish Government that was responsibl: 
for the decision being two-track, with great emphasis on the negotiations element. 


Since then, developments have shown that serious negotiations never took place. You 
have to admit that, and this is why we dw not feel that we are violating solidarity. 


Within the German SPD and the Norwegian and British Labor Parties, there have been 
developments toward a viewpoint that was originally ours. Look at the Netherlands, too -- 
here the question is now whether they will ever have any missiles. Ours is the right 
policy. And I believe that the Danish people want this policy. Our views will remain 
Denmark's in the shorter or longer term — with or without the present government. 
Perhaps this soanis provocative — and after it has been said there is also the danger 
that the govertiment will be even more unwilling to accept this fact — but I think that 
they should yield. 





COMPUTER EQUIPMENT CLASSIFIED WAR MATERIEL 
LDO31514 Stockholm Domestic Service in Swedish 1030 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] The war materiel inspector has decided to classify further computer equipment 
from the so-called container affair in Helsingborg as war materiel. This concerns 
equipment for the manufacture of integrated circuits which are used in computers. 

The equipment is American and is regarded by the war materiel inspector as being similar 
to the equipment in the containers confiscated earlier in Helsingborg. The government 
gave permission today for the return of the now classified equipment to the French 
enterprise it came from most recently. 
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CACHE OF WEAPONS AT TRIPOLI EMBASSY DENIED 





LDO40925 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 0832 GMT 4 May 84 


[Text] Mr Oliver Miles, Britain's former ambassador to Libya, today firmly rejected a 
Libyan claim that a cache of weapons and ammunition had been found in the British Embassy 
in Tripoli. We said: “There were no firearms there while we were there. We held no 
firearms at any time.” 


Mr Miles, speaking from his Oxford home, said: "You only have to look at the way the 
Libya media operate. When they burned down the Jordanian Embassy, the Libyans reported 
that they had merely burned the Jordanian flag. Im fact it was the whole embassy.” He 
repeated: “fo my knowledge there were no firearms in the embassy at any time." 


Although he had not heard precise details of the Libyan claim, Mr Miles was convinced it 
had been “stage managed.” But he added: “I am being a bit limited because I think the 
Foreign Office will have to play this one.” 


Mr Miles returned to Britain last week when diplomatic relations with Libya were broken 
off following the siege at the Libyan People's Bureau in St James's Square in London. 
The Libyan allegations came only days after a large haul of weapens and thousands of 
rounds of ammunition were found in the former bureau in London. 


A Foreign Office spokesman said today: “I can categorically deny the Libyan allegations 
that weapons left behind by the British have been found in the former British Embassy in 
Tripoli.” And a reliable Whitehall source said it was assumed that the weapons had been 
“planted” by the Libyans, adding that the “tit-for-tat” being practised by the Libyans 
had become “ridiculous.” The Libyans alleged that the haul consisted of five pistols, 
some cartridges and two gas cannisters. They were said to have been found after a safe 
in the former embassy's cypher room was forced open. 


The Whitehall source said it was understood than an Italian Embassy representative -- the 
Italians are now dealing with British intersts in Libya — had been at the former British 
Embassy until 2 am local time on Thursday. The source said the representative returned to 
the premises as instructed at 9 am but found no Libyans there to receive him. At 5 pm 
he was summoned to the building to witness the “discovery.” “It is assumed that the 
pistols and ammunition were planted in his absence,” said the source. It was reliably 
understood, he added, that Britain had asked for the serial number of the weapons said 

to have been found. 


POLICE LEAVE FORMER LIBYAN PEOPLE'S BUREAU 
LDO31510 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1450 GMT 3 May 84 


[By Larry Elliott, PAstaff reporter] 


[Excerpts] Sixteen days after a submachine gun's rattle began the drama at the Libyan 
People's Bureau, a key'’s quiet click brought it to an end. Shortly after 1 pm today 
the last officer from the anti-terrorist squad left the elegant Georgian building 

in St James's Square and turned the two newly-installed double locks. He left a couple 
of constables guarding the front and back of the embassy in case of demonstrations by 


anti-Al-Qadhdhafi Libyans in Britain. 
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He left the bureau in the hands of the Saudi Arabians, who are acting as caretakers 
for the unwanted Libyans. The keys were eventually handed over to the Saudi Charge 
d'Affaires Mr Naji Mufti at the Saudi Embassy, where the two Libyan diplomats still 
allowed in London are staying. The arsenal of arms and ammunition found concealed 

in the building has been taken away. All the windows were left shuttered except those 
on the first floor from which police believe the shots were fired. 


SUSPECTED NEW LIBYAN ‘CHIEF’ FACES DEPORTATION 





LD031103 London PRESS ASSOCIATION in English 1006 GMT 3 May 84 


[Excerpts] A young Libyan was today facing deportation from Britain after being held 

by police at Hove, Sussex, a Home Office spokesman said. The man, named as ‘Abd al-Razza 
is thought to be Colonel al-Qadhdhafi's new chief in Britain. He took over from 

Libya's expelled diplomats and was believed to be poised to lead revolutionary students 
staying behind. 


A Sussex police spokesman said the 25-year-old Libyanwas arrested in Hove last night 
and was held in custody at the town's police station. He was being served with 

a notice of intention to deport as a "person in che UK who is not conducive to 
public good," the spokesman added. 


It is understood Al-Razzaq's home on the outskirts of Brighton has been under surveil- 
lance for some time. He is reported to have taken control of revolutionary students last 
week on the day the expelled diplomats were escorted out of the besieged Libyan People's 
Bureau in St James's Square. Anti-Al-Qadhdhafi sources in Britain have been quoted 

as saying that one of his first tasks was to identify demonstrators whose protest 

against the Libyan leader in St James's Square led to the shooting of WPC Yvonne Fletcher 
He was said to have moved into "pick up the pieces" after the expulsion of the 
diplomats. 


Al-Razzaq is believed to have come to Britain five years ago. In 1979 he enrolled 

at the 638 pounds sterling-a-term Chelsea College of Aeronautical and Automobile 
Engineering at Shoreham, Sussex. He is thought to have been sponsored by the Libyan 
state oil corporation. He left in 1982 with a certificate but failed to get a diploma. 
The Home Office said Al-Razzaq was likely to be deported “in fairly near future." 


EDITORIAL VIEWS EUROPEAN DEFENSE OPTIONS 





PM031535 London THE DAILY TELEGRAPH in English 2 May 84 p 16 
[Editorial: "Defending Europe") 


[Text] At a time when European cooperation would appear to most people to beat rather 
a low ebb, it is slightly surprising to find a sudden resurgence of interest in ideas 
about a European defence organisation -- ideas which have been largely dormant for the 
best part of 30 years. So far, there has been a lot of talking behind closed doors, 
but only a little in the way of action. The European members of NATO reached an 
agreement in April designed to secure greater collaborative effort in the sphere 

of arms procurement, however, that is a road paved with good intentions. 
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Another straw in the wind was the recent activation, after 21 years of neglect, of the 
military consultation procedures allowed for under the Franco-German friendship treaty, 
Most interestingly of all, President Mitterrand is trying to persuade other heads of 
Government to give the old Western European Union [WEU] a greatly expanded role -- Mrs 
Thatcher and Dr Kohl, the West German Chancellor, are expected to discuss the French 
proposals at Chequers this morning. 


Whether or not anything really significant is afoot will depend crucially on how Britain 
and Germany respond to Mr Mitterrand's overtures. There is a danger that an issue 
which deserves the most intense public debate will be buried by a combination of 
traditional Foreign Office scepticism and German unease over anything which might appear 
to threaten the post-war settlement. In particular, the Germans are nervous that the 
Russians might choose to think that a Bonn Government was taking a step in the direction 
of acquiring nuclear weapons. 


However, caution should not be confused with immobilism. It is a fact, which few would 
attempt to deny, that Nato is not in the best of health. The Europeans are guiltily 
conscious of the inadequacy of their defence effor., but they choose to express it by 
sniping and jeering at their American protectors. For their part, the Americans make 
unreasonable demands of global solidarity from their European allies as a penance for 
continued dependency. Although Nato is the indispensable guarantor of Western freedom 
and must remain so, the way the Atlantic Alliance is at present structured leads 

almost inevitably to sourness and frustration. A less unequal Europe which was ready 
to bear more of the responsibility for its own defence would enhance rather than 
diminish Nato. A born-again WEU might prove to be a means towards that end. 
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TEXT OF KIPRIANOU'S ADDRESS TO UN SECURITY COUNCIL 





NCO31746 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1539 GMT 3 May 84 


{"Text" of speech by Cypriot President Spiros Kiprianou <t the UN Security Council 
Session -- live in English] 


[Text] First of all, Mr President, I would liketo thank you very much for giving me this 
opportunity to address the Council today. I would like to thank you and the members of 
the Council for meeting to discuss, once again, the situation with regard to Cyprus. 


This Council has been seized with the Cyprus problem for the last 20 years. I am sure 
many of you recollect the various deliberations in this Council and I am sure, at the 
same time, that many of you remember the repeated warnings we have made to the inter- 
national community with regard to the real threats for the independence, unity, terri- 
torial integrity of Cyprus, its very survival as an independent country. 


I would like only — I will not go into many details regarding the past, it might be 
useful, however -- to quote from two documents alone. The first document is a letter 
addressed to the then prime minister of Turkey, Ismet Inonu, by the then President of 
the United States, President Johnson, 20 years ago, on 5 June 1964. In that letter, 
President Johnson states, I quote: Address to the prime minister of Turkey: It is 

my impression that you believe that such intervention by Turkey -- at that time there 
were the repeated threats of intervention -- is permissible under the provisions of the 
Treaty of Guarantee of 1960. I must call your attention, however, to our understanding 
that the proposed intervention by Turkey would be for the purpose of effecting a form 
of partition of the island. Unquote. The intention of Turkey from that time, even 
before then, was more than obvious, more than clear. 


Then, I am going to quote from another document which shows the complete connivance be- 
tween Turkey and the Turkish Cypriot leadership -- which is the same -- the then lead- 
ership and the leadership today. It is a document of the United Nations. It is a report 
of the then secretary general, 19 years ago, in 1965, June 1965. Thelate U Thant stated, 
and I quote: -- that was well before 1974, before the invasion and occupation -- The 
Turkish Cypriot leaders have adhered to a rigid stand against any measures which might 
involve having members of the two communities live and work together. And then he goes 
on: Indeed since the Turkish Cypriot leadership is committed -- that is 1965 -- is 
committed to physical and geographical separaticn of the communities as a political 

goal, it is not likely to encourage activities by Turkish Cypriots which might be inter- 
preted as demonstrating the merits of an alternative policy. The result has been, U Thant 
states, an evidently deliberate policy of self-segregation by the Turkish Cypriots. 


There are many documents from which I could quote, but I don't think it's necessary. If 
necessary, of course, in the course of the debate, my delegation can provide many other 
documents with similar evidence. 


i submit that despite the fact that there might have been in the past some doubts re- 
garding the real intentions of Turkey, by now there should be no doubts at all. The 
doubts of the past, I submit, were unfounded. Yet today, no doubt can be justified. 


Actually, now is the moment of truth for all of us, for us who are quite aware and 
conscious of our historic responsibility towards our country, its very survival, but 
with all due respect also for the Security Council as well. 
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What happened throughout these 20 years? Negotiations, mediation, compromise after com- 
promise -- no result. I am not talking, as I said before, in detail. But look at the 
10 years before 1974. They were quite the same. And they resulted in July and August 
1974, and since then, after the invasion, 37 percent of the territory of Cyprus is under 
the occupation of Turkish troops. 


At that time the prime minister of invasion, the Socialist Inonu, said that he was 
invading Cyprus under the Treaty of Guarantee for the purpose of restoring constitution- 
al order which was undermined by the junta. Well, it took Turkey 10 years to restore 
constitutional order, but in fact that was not the purpose. It was not ever the purpose. 
It could not havebeen, I don't think tiie invasion would have taken place, if it was not 
the plan of Turkey to impose partition. 


I don't think any of these thing, that happened before 1974 and since 1974 up to this 
moment, would have taken place unless the plan was to impose partition. What was the 
reason for trying to change the demographic character of the occupied area by uprooting 
almost 200,000 people from their homes and settling in their place settlers from Turkey? 
What was the purpose? Is it to restore consitutional order? Was this the purpose to 
set up separate institutions in the occupied area, introduce various other measures 
which aim clearly -- and we warned repeatedly the Council, the General Assembly, and 
the internativ..ial community as a whole -- that they were aiming at implementing a plan 
which existed since a long time ago. 


So to take the attitude that we, still today, can sort of have doubts as to the inten- 
‘ions of Turkey, of the pian of Turkey, the plan, the intentions of the Turkish leader- 
ship, is quite unjustifiable, I submit. 


Why are we here today? Well, after 15 November 1983 with the declaration of so-called 
UDI, this secessionist act, which was condemned by the international community as a 
whole, we were given to understand, we were told, we were promised that some efforts 
would be made to reverse this sudden event, this trend of events, that the international 
community would take steps to reverse it, to stop this catastrophe for Cyprus and re- 
verse what has happened at the expense of the territorial integrity and the very exist- 
ence of a small member of the United Nations. 


Instead, what is the outcome? The outcome is that the secretary general made a pro- 
posal to the Turkish side to freeze this process. Despite the fact that the resolution 
of the Security Council called for reversal, the secretary general asked them to 
freeze. And their answer, apart fromdocuments -- let's not be concerned very much 

with documents today -- the answer to the secretary general, to us, to the Security 
Council, to the international community: We don't care what you say. We will exchange 
ambassadors, and they have exchanged ambassadors and in the most ceremonial way dis- 
missed whatever the Security Council said, whatever the Security Council asks for. 


Any lack, from now on, of action on the part of the Security Council, anything which may 
be regarded again as tolerance, would not make the situation any better. It will make 
it much worse. And on this occasion the warning is slightly different from previous 
occasions. The warning here is that we see, we -- as Cypriots, as Government of Cyprus, 
I, as president of the Republic of Cyprus -- feel conscious of my responsibility. I 

see the end of Cyprus as an independent state coming, unless the Security Council acts 
quickly and effectively, It this situation is allowed to continue then the very raison 
d'etre of the United Nations is being killed, is being demolished, is being destroyed. 
We come tiere because we need your assistance. 
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I am afraid if we are going to follow the attitude that prevails in the world even 
today so many years after the Second World War, with the Charter of the United Nations, 
Declaration on Human Rights, resolutions of the United Nations, Final Helsinki Act, all 
the other declarations, but still 1 amafraid inat least certain respects, the attitude 
which prevails is that force should impose solutions, not common sense, lozic and 
principle. 


I admit we are weak. We cannot fight, at least without assistance, we cannot fight to 
restore our rights. And on the other hand we long for a peaceful solution, we do not 
want fighting again, we do not want violence again. But why are we weak? Because we 
are militarily weak, that's the truth. And because of the fact that we are militarily 
weak, are we to be punished and disappear as an independent country? What would be the 
future of many other countries inthe world if you supposedly decided to dispose of 
Cyprus? 


May I remind you very briefly: But surely the international community and the United 
Nations through its organs repeatedly called for negotiations, originally for mediation, 
later on for negotiation, since 1975 for intercommunal talks and then afterwards good 
offices of the secretary general and so on. What was the result? What happened? We 
would have becn entitled in 1975, after the invasion and occupation, to have taken the 
line that we, the weak, in every respect, we refuse to negotiate until and unless the 
occupation troops are withdrawn. The advice of the international community's: Yes, 

the occupation troops must be withdrawn but in the meantime try to negotiate. We did. 
All along for 10 years, 10 whole years. Whilst we were negotiating -- intercomnunal 
talks, good offices, and other initiatives -- the other side, pretending that they were 
interested in this kind of initiatives, they were pursuing the plan, the implementation of 
the plan. 


And we did as you know, apart from all the good will we have shown throughout these 10 
years, we have accepted positions that were unthinkable in the past. In the course 
of this process, we repeatedly made proposals concerning an overall solution to the 
Cyprus problem. We had two high-level agreements within Cyprus, the purpose of which, 
by the way, was to exclude secession and division, inter alia. We accepted federation 
as a solution to the internal structure of the Cyprus problem, something which, because 
of the Cyprus realities and because of the size of Cyprus, was unthinkable in the past. 
It was excluded by all British constitutional experts during the colonial period. What 
else can we do? 





Recently, even after the so-called UDI -- I made a proposal for an overall solution for 
the Cyprus problem, a new complete framework which I handed over to the secretary general. 
I didn't do it for propaganda purposes, that's why I didn't make it public, like some 
others would do. But I do not think there is any reason any more not to make it 

public. In fact I believe that not because I have any hopes on that, and I will 

come to this together with other things we have said inthe past, but just for the inter- 
national community to see to what extent we have gone in our sincere desire to ensure a 
peaceful solution to the Cyrpus problem. I will ask our delegation to ask the secretary 
general to distribute it to all the members of the Council and to members of the United 


Nations. 


We are convinced that the good will we have shown, and all these concessions we have 
made, these compromises, or compromise after compromise, after compromise, together 

with the lack of effective action on the part of the international community, did not do 
any good, in fact did a lot of harm, 
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It certainly increased the intransigence of the other side and they found it very 
convenient through negotiations, intercommunal talks, good offices, initiatives -- let 
us get engaged in this kind of things but at the same time we pursue our plan. That's 
what they have been doing, pursuingthe plan. Of course I realize it is something 
normal, it is something normal in bodies like the Security Council, from time to time 

-- not always -- to hear consel and advise, to be calm and moderate. But I am afriad 
Cyprus will finish [as heard] and will still be asked to become a moderate. There is no 
roomany more. There is no room. The signs are quite clear. 


The Security Council with Resolution 541 in November 1983 asked them to reverse what they 
had done with the declaration of 15 November. What did they do? Did they reverse? They 
announced the holding of a referendum for the purpose of chosing a new constitution for 
the so-called separate independent entity -- the occupied part of Cyprus. They decided 

to hold elections -- referendum in August, elections in November -- to elect a new 
president and the other organs of the so-called independent Cyprus, and at the moment 
when the representative of the Secretary General came to Cyprus to see what is happening 
with his effort, on that day or the eve of the same day Ankara and the illegal regime in 
the occupied part formally exchanged ambassadors. There is a message from those people, 
is there anything else to add? I think they have made it quite clear to all of us — to 
us they made it clear a long time ago. But I am sure by now they made it clear to every- 
body. hey now start talking again about high-level meetings, about talks, about 
initiatives. To do what? Obviously they want some kind of machinery which would mean 
recognition of some sort. And then they want perhaps other kinds of initiatives in order 
to pursue the same plan. We keep the international community asleep. We pretend that 
they are interested in this and that and that? But we pursue our plan. 


You see, the Cyprus problem, Mr President, is not a dispute between East and West. In 
that sense, speaking quite frankly and quite realistically, it is not a complicated issue. 
issue. If there is something upon which the international community agrees, the problem 
is whether this agreement of the international community can be implemented. Because if 
it is not implemented what happens to Cyprus? And what happens to other countries who 
might find themselves in similar circumstances sometime later? 


Apart from trying to ridicule, really, the Security Council -- I am sorry for saying so 
because it is really ridiculing when you take a decision in November providing for this 
and you do exactly the opposite -- they feel, they presume, that they can dictate their 
plans not only to us but to the entire international community. 


Well, I am going to convey to you another message they are sending to us and to you. I 

am going to quote from a spokesman of the so-called government in the occupied area which 
is as follows, and I quote -- I am sure you will get the message: We will make the 

Greek Cypriots -- or meaning the Cyprus Government -- pay for appealing to the Security 
Council. We are not even entitled to appeal to you at all. Do you really realize to what 
point we have come? This meeting of the Security Council is not a formality, it is not 

a formality in any sense. It is of a determinative character. And the quotation goes 
on, the spokesman says the cost for their action -- our action to come to you, here today 
-- will be the opening of a part of Varosha to the benefit of the Turkish Cypriots within 
a short time; to colonize another occupied part. And by the way, they do not have in 
mind only Turkish Cypriots, they have got quite a few thousand from Turkey already there. 
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And he goes on, the spokesman of the so-called independent Turkish Cypriot state. Each 
time, he says, that the Greek Cypriots -- the Government of Cyprus -- appealed to the 
UN Security Council or the General Assembly, they have paid a price for it. Here is 
the declaration of our republic, he says, goes on, here is our flag -- they have made 
a flag -- here is the declaration of the dates for the presidential and parliamentary 
elections, and here is the latest move to open Varosha to the Turks. Unquote. 


With all humility I would like you to tell us: Are we entitled to come to you and appeal 
to you, because it seems that we should be afraid to do so? Are we not entitled, I mean, 
I think there may be a lot of other violations of the Charter of the United Nations and 
the resolutions of the United Nations with which the Security Council was seized [as 
heard] or is still being seized, and the General Assembly, but I believe -- I ask to be 
corrected, I may be wrong, I am not absolutely certain -- but I believe that this is the 
first time that a government is threatened with retaliation if it comes to express its 
view to the Security council. Have we reached this stage? 


There is a question, Mr President, of who is to blame more: Turkey or the Turkish 
Cypriot leadership? I do not think there is any difference. I believe Turkey in fact 
because actions of the Turkish Cypriot community leadership are all along actions in 
conformity with the policy of Turkey. Let us also be practical; none of this would have 
ever happened without the occupation of 37 percent of the territory of cyprus by Turkish 


troops. 


This is the reality. So if we are going to find a way out of this situation, the reality 
must be seen and the action that should be taken, must be taken, in the light of this 
reality. You may ask us to again be calm and moderate. To do what? You may ask the 
secretary general to continue his good offices. He himself, in his report yesterday, -- 
it is obvious from his good offices he needs political support -- he said so in 
diplomatic language which means, in my view, or more than that it means action by the 
Security Council. But again, speaking to you frankly and thinking aloud: What would 
anyone, in the present circumstances, expect the secretary general to do? To make other 
proposals less acceptable to us? Other proposals which would be contrary to the 
resolutions of the United Nations? It would be unfair to him. Therefore, we have 
nothing against the good offices of the secretary general. But if there's going to be 
any result by simply saying good offices of the secretary general, it's really contribut- 
ing to the plan of the other side to use again these good offices -- as indeed they did 
with all other procedures -- as a means, as a way to pursue their plan while pretending 
that they are cooperating. 


There is no room for such development, such repetition of this development any more. 
Therefore, we want a peaceful evolution. But how do you hope that there will be a 
reasonable arrangement which would ensure, on a lasting basis, peace and security in 
Cyprus and in the area, unless the Turkish side, let's say Turkey primarily and of course 
the leadership of the Turkish Cypriots, are made to accept in practice revocation of what 
have done: abandoning the plan of partition. Let's face the truth, let's face the real 
reality. If there is no abandonment of the partitionist plan there can be no peaceful 
solution to the Cyprus problem. It is as simple as that, and I am sure you realize that. 
Well what would some people expect us to do: Just slide with the events and so allow 
the situation to continue until partition is final and until, perhaps, other measures are 
taken? Until everything is irreversible? On our part we will do all we can not to make 
it irreversible, but I submit that it is the responsibility of the Security Council to 
see to it that its own resolutions are implemented. 
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Mr President, as I said before, in the course of the debate our delegation will be at 
your disposal to provide with whatever other views are necessary both in terms of 

further evidence regarding the expansionist and partititionist plans of Turkey as well as 
with other matters pertaining to the Cyprus problem expecially as it stands today. But 
again I would like, with all due respect, to put before you the question: Is there 

any doubt in the minds »f anyone as to the real intents of the Turks? And on the other 
hand, if there is doubt let us continue with debate and establish whether doubt is 
justified or not. We are ready for that for as many days as necessary, as many weeks 

as necessary, for as I said before it is not a formality that we are here today. And 
then the second very pertinent question which arises: Would the Security Council allow, 
in violation of the Charter of the United Nations and of its own resolutions, the gradual 
disappearance of Cyprus as an independent country? 


These are the issues before the Security Council. It is not a question of details. We 
are not disagreeing with the other side on certain minor constitutional problems. We do 
not have any dispute with regard to secondary matters. It must be understood that we 

are working at cross purposes. We are working for the unity of the country in conformity 
with the resolutions of the United Nations, and they are working for the destruction of 
the Republic of Cyprus -- partition, perhaps, as a first step. 


It is not a question of disagreeing here and there, it is not a question of lack of 
modality, it is not a question of lack of procedure, it is not a question of any 
differences of opinion on matters which are not so essential and not so basic for the 
survival of a country. Ten years since the invasion. I ‘emember in 1977 when the 
President of the United States at that time sent a special emissary to Cyprus to meet the 
then president, the late Archbishop Makarios -- in an effort to pursuade him to make a 
far-reaching proposal regarding biregional federation, which in fact he did -- the under- 
standing was that there would be soon a positive response on the other side. Nothing of this 


sort happened. 


Let us go a little further back, years, at the time of the mediation by the United 
Nations -- Dr Plaza and his proposal -- before the invasion, years ago. Again they were 
rejected by the Turkish side, not because the proposals were unreasonable but because 
they didn't serve the purpose of partition, of Turkish expansion. Since then, how many 
efforts, either through the UN bodies or through the Secretariat? What has been the 
result? What has been the result? No positive result whatsoever. Therefore, it is not 
that there is no way of communication. It is not that I refuse to meet with Denktas. 

I do refuse after what he has done and I will not meet with him unless he reverses what 
he has done. 


The least we can do on our part is to show some political resistance to this attempt to 
destroy Cyprus, in broad daylight, in front of the eyes of the international community. 
But still, there is no difficulty to communicate; that's not our problem. Our problem 
is what do we do in order to stop this trend of events and in order to reverse what has 
happened if we are really and sincerely interested to ensure the independence, unity, 
territorial integrity, sovereignty, and nonaligment of the Republic of Cyprus. 
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Mr President, I do not want to take more of your time. I would simply like to conclude, 
by drawing the attention, once again, of all members of the Security Council to the real, 
very real, danger to Cyprus, to the very existence of Cyprus. If you allow this time 

the impression that the Security Council will continue to be tolerant, that the security 
Council will just adopt a resolution and then wait and see, nothing positive will happen 
and we shall have at the same time additional negative developments. And it may be that 
we may reach the time that it may be too late for the Security Council to act. And if it 
is too late for the Security Council to act, for us, of course, Cyprus would be lost, 

but the Security Council will, condoning through tolerance, through lack of action, become 
— whether we like it or not, and we don't like it — an accomplice to what is happening 
at the expense of Cyprus. 


It was not my intention to use hot language, Mr President, but I wanted, instead of 
reading some notes, to tell you exactly how I feel, how I see the situation. I appeal 
to you and to members of the Council urgently to put an end to this situation. Through 
concerted and other action the Security Council must do whatever it can. I repeat once 
again, this is not a problem of East-West relations. For the Council, for the United 
Nations, this is a simple issue of freedom and peace, of justice, of the principle of the 
Charter. And for this Council it's a matter of its own resolutions, the implementation 
of which is the only way in order to ensure a process towards a peaceful evolution, 
which would, in turn, ensure the independence, unity, territorial integrity, and 
sovereignty of Cyprus, its nonalignment, and its continuation as a member of the United 
Nations. 


Thank you, Mr President. 


ARAB JOURNALIST UNION OFFICIAL DIES OF WOUNDS 








NCO31316 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1300 GMT 3 May 84 


[Excerpt] Hanna Muqbil, secretary general of the Arab Journalists Union and director of 
Ash-Sharq Press Company in Nicosia, died this afternoon. Hanna Muqbil was wounded this 
morning by an unidentified gunman at the intersection of Naxos Street and Dhimitranis 
Street in Nicosia. 


EDEK Condemns Murder 
NCO31743 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 1630 GMT 3 May 84 
[Text] In a message to PLO leader ‘Arafat, EDEK has expressed its abhorrence of Hanna 


Muqbil's murder and declared its solidarity with the struggling Palestinian people and 
their organization. 


At the same time, the Committee of Solidarity with the Arab Peoples issued a statement 
condemning the murder of the Palestinian publisher and journalist. The statement also 
says that, whoever the assassin might be, his action dealt a blow to Cyprus and the 


Palestinian people. 
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DENKTAS ADDRESSES UN SECURITY COUNCIL 








TAO32041 (Clandestine) Bayrak Radio in Turkish to Cyprus 1930 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] The first session of the UN Security Council, which started at 1830, ended with 
the speech delivered by President Denktas. The Security Council went into recess at 
2030. Addressing the Council, Denktas said that he had proposed a summit meeting to 
Kiprianou but that this had been rejected. Denktas added that the reason for the rejec- 
tion was concealed but that it had nothing to do with his having the title of president 
of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC]. Denktas noted that in his previous 
meeting with Makarios and Kiprianou they had met as the leaders of their communities, 

and he recalled that they had reached decisions that could contribute to a solution to 
the Cyprus problem. Denktas reiterated his call for another such meeting with Kiprianou. 


Referring to requests in connection with the retraction of the proclamation of indepen- 
dence, Denktas said that this decision was the decision of the Turkish Cypriot community 
as a whole and not his personal decision, and that a decision to rescind the proclama- 
tion could be made only by the community. Denktas recalled that over 63,000 Turkish 
Cypriots signed a petition in favor of the proclamation of independence the day the pro- 
clamation was made. 


Commenting on the fact that the Greek Cypriots had accused the Turkish Cypriot leadership 
of intransigence every time a new step was taken in line with the requisites of the TRNC, 
Denktas said that there is no crisis in Cyprus and that the Greek Cypriots are living in 
prosperity on the basis of loans obtained from living in prosperity on the basis of loans 
obtained from international organizations. He added that their financial crisis is the 
result of their expenditures on arms and various evil causes. Denktas said that the 
Turkish Cypriots are now living honorably and without fear. He noted that while Kiprianou 
referred to his misgiviugs about the independence, territorial integrity, and nonalign- 
ment of Cyprus, he was talking about the Greek Cypriot administration because the Cyprus 
Republic established with the 1960 Constitution no longer exists and that constitution 
was discarded in 1963. Pointing out that Kiprianou’s past is not blameless, Denktas said 
that the Greek Cypriot-Greek coup of 1974 was unsuccessful and that Turkey had prevented 
the island's annexation to Greece. 


Expressing his regret at Kiprianou'’s unwillingness to meet him, Denktas said that 
decisions that might be favorable to the two communities had been adopted during his 
previous meetings with Makarios and Kiprianou. Denktas said that UN representatives had 
been present at these meetings and that the meetings had been beneficial. Referring to 
Kiprianou's request to renounce the proclamation of independence andthe various requisites 
of independence, Denktas said: Do I ask Kiprianou to renounce his various measures, and 
especially the economic embargo, before coming to the negotiating table? Replying to 
Kiprianou's remark that a summit meeting would not be beneficial, Denktas said that 
Kiprianou received directives from Greek Prime Minister Papandreou and that, as a matter 
of fact, he visited Athens 14 times in the last 4 months. Denktas noted that these 
visits were called: giving direction and harmony to Greek Cypriot and Greek policies. 

He said: Whenever the UN secretary general asked for my views, I replied that I could 
give a reply only after having consulted my people. I said that the views of my people 
are important. Kiprianou asked us to rescind our proclamation of independence issued on 
18 November. We are, however, in search of a practical and lasting solution in Cyprus. 
We are here today to achieve this goal. We are well aware that theoretical remedies and 
hypothetical solutions will not be beneficial. 
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Denktas thanked the UN secretary general for circulating their correspondence as UN 
documents, and said that he wanted to help the secretary general as much as he could. 
He added that, however, it would not be right to consider one of the parties concerned 
as the legal government because that party is devoid of all the principles of being a 
legal government. Noting that the UN Security Council has a golden opportunity to 
encourage Kiprianou to hold a summit meeting, Denktas added that a dialogue is the only 
way. He noted however, that, so long as the Creek Cypriots believe that the entire 
island belongs to them they would not agree to negotiations. 


Denktas said that he has grezt respect for the UN secretary general and the Security 
Council. He rejected Kiprianou's claim that the exchange of ambassadors had been a blow 
to the secretary general and said that Cobbi's visit to Cyprus had been a surprise, thus 
leaving no time to postpone the exchange ceremonies. Asking what right Kiprianou had to 
introduce himself as the president of the Cyprus Republic at the Security Council today, 
Denktas also asked Kiprianou to reveal the number of Turkish Cypriots in his current 
administration and in overseas Cypriot representations. Denktas cited examples that 

the Turkish Cypriots had made many moves to return to joint administration but that 

each time they had been thwarted by Greek Cypriots. Referring to Turkish Cypriot attempts 
t. establish separate institutions, Denktas said: We are proud of them. Noting that it 
“e inevitable that the Turkish Cypriots would establish their own institutions and 
state organs after having been forcefully removed from the joint administration, Denktas 
continued: We have to defend ourselves and to take care of our’daily affairs. We are 
doing this successfully. 


Pointing out that it should be borne in mind that every time Kiprianou referred to the 
Cyprus state he actually referred to the Greek Cypriot administration, composed solely 
of Greek Cypriots, Denktas then referred to the presence of Turkish troops on the island. 
He said that the Turkish troops arrived on the island not as an occupation force but in 
order to remove the Greek occupation forces beyond the [word indistinct] line. Noting 

that the culprit is now complaining that the police are armed, Denktas asked whether this 
reasoning is logical. Denktas said: Kiprianou is now asking you to punish us because 

we have not submitted to them, Denktas recalled that the Turkish Cypriot poeple were 
partners in the Cyprus Republic and one of the two peoples on the island. Denktas added: 
We have not been able to live together because of enosis. Now we want to try to live side 
by side. 


Noting that the TRNC is as legal as Kiprianou's administration, Denktas said that the 

UN secretary general was wrong in requesting that the procedures in connection with the 
independence be frozen. He said: We could not and should not have asked such a thing. 
Rejecting allegations to the effect that the Turkish Cypriot community is seeking parti- 
tion of the island, Denktas said that such allegations are figments of the imagination 
and that the Turkish Cypriots had struggled against annihilation. Denktas concluded by 
thanking the Council for granting him the right to speak in order to defend the just 
cause of the Turkish Cypriots. 








VII. 4 May 84 GREECE $1 


ARMS, AMMUNITION FOUND ON YAR-BOUND FREIGHTER 





NCO22203 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1830 GMT 2 May 84 


{Text] Arms and ammunition totaling 20 tons were discovered this morning by men of the 
Khalkis antismuggling squad on the freighter Athanasios sailing under Cypriot flag. The 
arms — machineguns, two kinds of revolvers, and ammunition -- were in special hiding 
places on tank trucks. 


According to the officials at the scene, the ship had loaded three empty tank trucks 
from Bulgaria with the Yemen Arab Republic [YAR] as the destination point: The skipper 
of the Athanasios, Akis Khatzitheodhorou, said that neither he nor his crew were aware 
of what they were transporting. 


The Khalkis antismuggling squad is currently taking an inventory of the heavy arms while 
the ship's skipper and 10-member crew are being detained for questioning. 


The ship Athanasios arrived at Khalkis Port on Saturday and was to sail today for the 
YAR. 


Finance Ministry Issues Statement 
NCO31404 Athens AKROPOLIS in Greek 3 May 84 p 7 
["Text™" of Ministry of Finance statement issued on 2 May] 


[Text] Today, 2 May 1984, men of the Khalkis customs antismuggling unit, after close 
and constant surveillance, discovered a large quantity of arms and ammunition (revolvers, 
automatic rifles, and ammunition). The weapons were very carefully placed in the tank 
compartments of three tank trucks, which are used to transport liquid fuel. 


The tank trucks were loaded on the freighter Athanasios, which was sailing under Cypriot 
flag from Burgas, Bulgaria, to North Yemen. 


The exact quantity of weapons and ammunition will be established after completion of the 
investigations, which have been going on since noon. However, until 2230 today, the 
quantities discovered include 4,000 "Browning" and ("Folkon") revolvers and 200 auto- 
matic rifles. 


Freighter Ordered Confiscated 
NCO32057 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1830 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] The freighter Athanasios S, which was transporting arms from Bulgaria to North 
Yemen, was confiscated by order of Khalkis Public Prosecutor Khristos Dakouris. At the 
same time, »rders were issued for the arrest of the freighter's owners Dhimitrios 
Spiridhakis, (Frangiskos Staik), and Yeoryios Sirianos. 


As is known, the public prosecutor is studying the freighter's old manifests which 
indicate that last year alone, the freighter passed through Khalkis Port three times. 
The weapons -- which are of Belgian, Spanish, and Soviet make — were handed today to 
the commander of the Khalkis Infantry School. 
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U.S. INITIATIVE CONDEMNING TURKEY REPORTED 





NCO31450 Athens I KATHIMERINI in Creek 3 May 84 pp 1, 3 


[Excerpts] On the eve of the Security Council meeting on Cyprus, the United States has 
proceeded with an important initiative by which it practically expresses its disapproval 
of the continuing Turkish provocations. According to I KATHIMERINI reports from 
Washington, the State Department has instructed all U.S. ambassadors to make represen- 
tations to the countries to which they are accredited and to ask these countries to 
clearly condemn the exchange of “ambassadors” between Turkey and Denktas’ “state.” It 
should be noted that the pertinent proposal to the State Department was made by the 

U.S. Embassy in Athens. Also noteworthy is the fact that the U.S. initiative coincides 
with the submission of the UN secretary general's report in connection with the implemer- 
tation of Security Council Resolution 544/1983 [as published). 


Diplomatic circles have observed that the U.S. action is viewed as particularly impor- 
tant because of the convocation of the Security Council, which will have to take 
seriously into consideration the stance of its most important member. The same circles 
have observed that the U.S. actionwill positively influence the Council in favor of 
Cyprus’ recourse. It is recalled in this connection that the appropriate U.S. Senate 
committee had asked for the suspension of the grant in aid to Ankara until progress has 
been made in the Cyprus issue. This fact will also be taken into consideration by 
Security Council members when they assess the stance of Western powers toward the 
Turkish provocations. 


Washington's strong protest was particularly addressed to the Arab countries, which are 
favorably disposed toward Turkey. In this connection, Jordan and North Yemen categori- 
cally stated to the U.S. ambassadors that they condemn Turkey's new attempt to consoli- 
date Denktas’ secessionist initiative, and that they will not exchange ambassadors with 
the “state” in northern Cyprus. 


UN DELEGATE ADDRESSES SECURITY COUNCIL ON CYPRUS 





NCO40543 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 0400 GMT 4 May 84 


[Text] During the afternoon meeting of the Security Council, which is debating the 
Cyprus issue, Greek Permanent Representative Mikhail Dhoundas confirmed what President 
Kiprianou said; namely, that if the Security Council does not stop the Turkish provoca- 
tions against Cyprus the possibilities for a peaceful solution to the dispute will be 
dangerously reduced. Dhoundas referred to the Turkish occupation of northern rus 
since 1974. He stressed that what is happening in Cyprus has little to do wi nter- 
communal differences. The problem of Cyprus, Dhoundas stressed, directly stems from 
Turkish expansionism. He added that if the Security Council does not take action, the 
possibilities for a solution will be dangerously reduced. 






PAPANDREOU CHAIRS MEETING ON ALRCRAFT PURCHASE 





NCO31210 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1130 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] Prime Minister Papandreou chaired a joint meeting of the Government Council and 
the Government Council on Foreign Policy and National Defense. The meeting dealt with 
the question of purchasing fighter planes for the Air Force. Government spokesman 
Dhimitrios Maroudhas stated that no decisions were made; however, there was progress 
regarding the number and the type or types of planes to be purchased. 
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JZAL WANTS NO FURTHER STRAIN IN FRENCH RELATIONS 
f[A031518 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1400 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] President Kenan Evren received Prime Minister Turgut Ozal at the Cankaya 
?residential Mansion at 1000 today. Following the 2-hour meeting, Ozal said that he 
sriefed the president on his recent visit to Iran. In reply to a question on Turkish- 
french relations, Ozal said: 


[Begin Ozal recording] Unfortunately, it is not possible to link the state of relations 
aith France to just the issue of a monument. In past years there have been displeasing 
Jevelopments in the state and level of these relations. These relations have never been 
conducted in the positive atmosphere that has characterized relations with other 


countries. 


We also encountered from time to time issues such as the one over the monument that strain 
our relations to a great extent. We are closely following the sensitivity displayed by 
Turkish public opinion to this issue and to the trials [of Armenians in France]. Rather 
than creating excitement over issues, we are obliged to be guided by logic and act in a 
cool-headed manner as befits a state and government. 





Accordingly, I hope that our relations with France will not be strained any further. The 
meaning of this is evident. It also goes without saying that further discussions of such 
topics will create more tension. I am saying that we do not desire this. It is not the 
French nation and peorle who are doing all this, it is the Government of France. In our 
view, requiring visas of French citizens is a measure against the French people and we 
are not in favor of this. It is meaningless to lift the visa requirement for Greek 
citizens and apply it to French citizens. [end recording] 


GOVERNMENT CANCELS FRENCH TRADI MINISTER'S VISIT 


NCO31646 Paris AFP in English 1643 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] Ankara, May 3 (AFP) — Turkey has cancelled a scheduled visit here by French 
Foreign Trade and Tourism Minister Edith Cresson because of the official French 
inauguration of a memorial to the genocide of Armenians in 1915, it was announced here 


today. 
Turkey has never accepted that the massacre of Armenians constituted genocide. 


The Cresson visit — the first by a French minister for more than 10 years — had been 
agreed on, but no dates had been set. The visit had been seen here as symbolising the 
desire on both sides to improve joint relations, soured by “he "Armenian question.” 


(France has a large ethnic Armenian community.) 


But French Secretary of State for Public Security Joseph Franceschi's inauguration in 
the Paris region Sunday of a monument of the slaughtered Armenians -- a “hatred 
monument,” according to the Turkish press — has turned back the clock of rapprochement, 


observers here said. 


This morning Prime Ministe: iurgut Ozal said his government was still considering 
measures to be taken against France in response to the monument incident. 
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OZAL BLAMES ARMENIANS FOR PARIS BOMBINGS 





TAO32102 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2000 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] At a dinner hosted for deputies at the state guest mansion today, Prime Minister 
Turgut Ozal said that the Turkish state is not connected with terrorism and that no one 
should support terrorism. Replying to journalists questions on the explosions that 
occurred in France, Ozal said that this was a fight among the various Armenian terrorist 
groups. 


According to ANATOLIA, Ozal said: There are attempts to involve Turkey in various designs. 
One should not play with terrorism. We have always kept our cool on these issues. 
The Turkish state is not connected with terrorism. No one should support terrorism. 


UN DELEGATE ADDRESSES SECURITY COUNCIL ON CYPRUS 





TA040544 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 0430 GMT 4 May 84 


[Text] Turkey's chief delegate at the United Nations, Ambassador Coskun Kirca, has 
said that the only way the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus [TRNC] will rescind 
its declaration of independence is if a bicommunal and bizonal federal state is 
established through intercommunal talks, a state where the two communities are 
represented with equal rights. 


Ambassador Kirca was speaking at the UN Security Council, which convened yesterday 

upon the request of the Greek Cypriot administration to discuss the latest developments 
in Cyprus. Kirca said that the key for the TRNC to rescind its declaration of 
independence was in the hands of Greece and the Greek Cypriot administration. He 
stressed that this point should be explained to the Greek Cypriot administration by the 
Security Council. 


Addressing the Security Council yesterday, TRNC President Denktas said that the de- 
claration of independence was the decision of the Turkish Cypriot community, which had 
been struggling for 20 years to protect its freedom and identity, and that he had 

no authority to change that decision. The UN Security Council will continue to discuss 
Cyprus developments today. 


PRIME MINISTER TO VISIT PAKISTAN, LIBYA, IRAQ 





TAO31509 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1435 GMT 3 May 84 

[Text] Ankara, May 3 (AA) -- Prime Minister Turgut Ozal will be going to Pakistan 
Friday next week, 11 May, on an official visit. This will be his second visit abroad 
after his visit to Iran last weekend. 

Ozal is also scheduled to visit Libya on 22-25 May and Iraq on 28-30 May. 


FRG FOREIGN AFFAIRS OFFICIAL ARRIVES FOR TALKS 





TAO31511 Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1505 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] Ankara, 3 May (AA) — Federal Germany's Under Secretary of Foreign Affairs 
Hans-Woerner Lautenschlager arrived in Ankara Wednesday afternoon for a day of talks 
Thursday with Turkish officials. 
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Negotiations between teams led by Lautenschlager and his host, Under Secretary of 

Foreign Affairs Ercument Yavuzalp, will concentrate upon the question of free circulation 
of Turkish workers in EEC countries, which should be allowed starting in 1986 under the 
existing agreements between Turkey and the Community. 


FRG AGRICULTURE MINISTER ARRIVES ON VISIT 





TA040620 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 0430 GMT 4 May 84 


[Text] FRG Food, Agriculture, and Forestry Minister Ignaz Kiechle arrived in Ankara 
last night as the official guest of Agriculture, Foresty, and Village Affairs Minister 
Husnu Dogan. During the official talks that begin today, the two sides will discuss 
joint investment projects, the development of a new insurance system for investments, 
and ways of increasing agricultural exports to the FRG. The visiting minister will 
leave Turkey 6 May. 


COURT SENTENCES TWO KURDISH ACTIVISITS TO DEATH 





TAO31720 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 3 May 84 


[Summary] The First Military Court of the Adana Martial Law Command has sentenced 

to death two members of the illegal PKK [Kurdistan Workers Party] organization. Of the 
23 suspects, 1 was sentenced to life in prison and the rest received prison 

sentences ranging from 4 to 24 years. The suspects were charged with engaging in 
activities aimed at establishing a Marxist-Leninist state in part of the territory 


belonging to the Turkish Republic. They were also accused of murder, assault, and 
robbery. 


BRIEFS 


JAPANESE BANK BRANCHES -- Ankara, 30 Apr (AA) -- Three Japanese banks may open branches 
in Turkey. Representatives of Sumitomo Bank, the Bank of Tokyo and Mitsui Bank are 
currently in Ankara with a group of 14 bankers for preliminary contacts with Turkish 
officials. The group attended a briefing session Monday morning with Governor 

Yavuz Canevi of the Central Bank of Turkey. Canevi told newsmen Japanese finance 
institutions were interested in the course of the Turkish economy. Turkey would like 
to establish continuous links with the Japanese financial system, but must satisfy 

the quest for information of Japanese management, which is overly cautious when em- 
barking upon new ventures, Canevi added. The Japanese team, headed by Deputy Manager 
Hirot aro Higuchi of Sumitomo Bank, also called on Deputy Prime Minister Kaya Erdem Monday. 
The team's visit was not connected with any new loan from Japan, a Central Bank 
official said. [Text] [Ankara ANATOLIA in English 1510 GMT 30 Apr 84 TA] 
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PORTUGAL 





SOARES, CRAXI DISCUSS EUROMISSILES, EC ENTRY 





LDO31950 Rome International Service in Italian 1555 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] East-West problems and problems of southern Africa were the main topics dealt 
with in Italian Prime Minister Craxi's talks in Lisbon. The entry of Portugal in the 
EC -- an issue which has been supported by Italy for a long time -- was also discussed 
and Soares considered as ‘reasonable’ the time lag before Lisbon definitely joins the 
EC in January 1986. 


Prime Minister Craxi said that the Italian Government, during the Atlantic Council 
meeting that will be held in Washington at the end of May, would urge the allies to 
relaunch the proposal to negotiate with the Soviet Union and Euromissiles. Craxi 
thinks that the Soviet Union must take note of the situation created by the deployment 
of Euromissiles and therefore reopen negotiations as soon as possible. Regarding 
southern Africa, productive collaboration among Italy, Portugal, Angola, and 
Mozambique was discussed. 


SWITZERLAND 





TWO SOVIETS HELD IN ZUGERBERG ASK FOR ASYLUM 





NCO32002 Paris AFP in English 1909 GMT 3 May 84 


[Text] Paris, May 3 (AFP) -- Ten Soviet prisoners captured by the Afghan resistance and 
interned in Switzerland will not be forced to go home against their will, a French 
politician announced here today. 


Francois Leotard, secretary-general of the Republican Party, made the announcement after 
a meeting with Swiss Ambassador to Paris Francois de Ziegler. 


The prisoners have been held in Switzerland's Zugerberg Military Prison since spring 
1982 as a result of an agreement between the Afghan resistance, the Soviet Union, and 
the International Red Cross Committee (ICRC). 


Two of the prisoners will be due for release later this month, and according to the Swiss 
authorities, they have requested political asylum in Switzerland. 
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